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from the decision of the Presiding Officer,
shall be decided without debate.”

Sec. 2. Rule XXII of the Standing Rules
of the Senate, relating to cloture, be, and the
same is hereby, amended by adding at the end
thereof the following new subsection:

“3, The provisions of the last paragraph
of rule VIII (prohibiting debate on motions
made before 2 o'clock) and of subsection 2
of this rule shall not apply to any motion
to proceed to the consideration of any mo-
tion, resolution, or proposal to change any
of the Standing Rules of the Senate.”

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I desire to
submit a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
will state it.

Mr. LUCAS. Am I correct in my un-
derstanding that this is a complete sub-
stitute for Senate Resolution 15?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is so sub-
mitted; ves.

Mr, LUCAS. Mr. President, a further
parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
will state it.

Mr, LUCAS. When it comes to voting,
would perfecting amendments to the
original text take precedence over the
amendment in the nature of a substi-
tute?

The VICE PRESIDENT. An amend-
“ment to the original text of the resolu-
tion takes precedence in the matter of
voting before the substitute or any
amendment to the substitute is voted
upon. In other words, the original text
for which the substitute is offered is open
to perfecting amendments.

Mr. MORSE. Mr, President, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
will state it.

Mr. MORSE. Is the substitute subject
to debate?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The substi-
tute is subject to debate and amend-
ment.

Mr. LANGER obtained the floor.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield so I may make a statement?

Mr. LANGER. I yield.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, there is
apparently now before us a complete new
substitute, which has many ramifications
and many new phases of law which make
it entirely different from Senate Resolu-
tion 15. This is the first time that at
least about 40 Senators in the Chamber
have heard very much about the substi-
tute. It seems to me that in order to
give all Senators a fair opportunity to
look over this new provision we should
take a recess now and come in perhaps
tomorrow at noon. That will give every
Senator an opportunity seriously to con-
sider the matter and come here with
some idea and knowledge of what we
should or should not do.

Mr. WHERRY, Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator from North
Dakota has the floor.

Mr, LANGER. I wish to say that I
rose to ask for that very privilege—of
studying the substitute resolution—be-
cause I have not seen it. I think Sena-
tors are entitled to study it before they
are called upon to vote on it.
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Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. LANGER. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. I have no intention
not to give the Senate an opportunity to
discuss the substitute and to become ac-
quainted with all its provisions. I did
not know whether it was the intention of
the majority leader to recess now or to
proceed with the discussion. Certainly
it is the intention of all those who have
joined in submitting the substitute that
all Senators be given all information
about it. I heartily agree with the sug-
gestion of the majority leader that the
Senate take a recess until tomorrow
noon. I am in complete accord with
the suggestion, and I hope he will make
the motion.

RECESS

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I move
that the Senate stand in recess until 12
o’clock noon tomorrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at
11 o’clock and 14 minutes p. m.) the
Senate took a recess until tomorrow,
Wednesday, March 16, 1949, at 12 o’clock
meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

TuespAy, MarcH 15, 1949

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Our blessed Father in Heaven, we
thank Thee that back of this world
house, back of our joys and affiictions,
our perplexities and problems, back of
the universe itself, is a good God of in-
finite mercy and power. Let us not doubt
the divine will, which keeps this troubled
world steadfast and sure.

We thank Thee for the infinite ten-
derness with which Thou hast blessed
us, for home and church, for food and
shelter, for religious liberty and the love
of truth and honor.

May our daily pledge be to our con-
science, our country, and our God, be-
lieving that the glorious earth is one
great land with Thee as ruler, and efer-
nal truth the only sword. Through
Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of
yesterday was read and approved.

TAX REFUNDS

Mr. HALLECEK. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from In-
diana?

There was no objection.

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, this is
income-tax day. It is the day in mil-
lions of homes when families are strug-
gling with their final Federal tax returns
for the calendar year 1948. For many
it is a day of sweating and fretting as to
where the money is to come from to pay
the balance due the Government.
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It is the one day in the year when the
entire Nation should be keenly aware
of the excessive cost of government in
Washington, and of the burden of taxes,
which today, in most families, takes al-
most as much out of the family income
as the total rent bill every year.

And it is the day when tens of mil-
lions of families will compute for them-
selves the value of the tax-reduction hill
passed by the Eightieth Congress, the
Republican Congress which overcame
and overrode three Presidential vetoes
to give the American people a measure
of tax relief.

Every day in recent months, the Fed-
eral Treasury has been mailing out an
average of 100,000 tax-refund checks
to people who have money coming back
to them because of that tax cut passed
over President Truman’s vetoes in the
Eightieth Congress. There are more
than twenty-five million of these tax re-
funds going out between June 1948 and
the end of the current fiscal year, June
30, 1949,

Mr, Speaker, those refund checks are
substantial measures of relief today in
millions of homes throughout America.
They are in the mails only because the
Republican Eightieth Congress enacted a
tax cut. It may be the last tax cut given
the American people in our times. If
all the fabulous spending programs in-
troduced in the present Congress were
to be realized, Federal spending would
be increased by $16,000,000,000 a year
over the next 5 years.

Millions of families will be at least
partially tided over 1949 by the tax re-
funds they are now getting because of
the action of the Eightieth Congress.
But next year there will be no such vol-
ume of refunds—for this Congress does
not yet plan to give the American people
a tax cuf, as the last Republican Con-
gress did. Next year the full burden of
the Truman New Deal spending will fall
upon the American people, for the Re-
publicans have not the votes this year
to overturn the administration’s basic
policy—to tax and tax, spend and spend,
elect and elect.

Only the people can change this mania
of Federal squandering.

THE REPUBLICAN PARTY FAVORS
ECONOMY

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. JENKINS]?

There was no objection.

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I approve
what the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
Harreck] has just said.

The Republican Party has traditionally
been the party of cconomy and low tazes.
If the Republicans had been returned to
power by the last election our plan would
have been to go much further with tax
reduction and tax revision. We the Re-
publican members of the Ways and
Means Committee had planned to present
legislation that would repeal the excise
tax on a number of commeodities, such as
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the tax on low-priced cosmetics and low-
priced handbags. And also reduce mate-
rially the tax on telephone calls, tele-
grams, and transportation tickets. And
also to make a substantial reduction in
all excise taxes. These reductions should
be made.

~ The Repuklicans in the Eightieth Con-
gress were able to secure the passage in
the House of a tax bill which is of tre-
mendous importance. The bill was
passed too late for the Senate to act.

For a number of years the Ways and
Means Committee has maintained a very
capable staffl of experts. These experts,
in collaboration with the experts of the
United States Treasury, have for some
time been working to relieve many in-
equities and inconsistencies that have de-
veloped in the tax laws of the country.
They have found where nearly a hundred
amendments to the general tax laws are
absolutely necessary. They agreed on
about 50, which they incorporated into
the bill which I have just referred to.
I was chairman of the subcommittee of
the Ways and Means Committee appoint-
ed to make a general revision of the tax
laws, and this bill was the product of our
efforts.

I have reintroduced this bill, and it
should pass this session of Congress.
Many people who have suffered by reason
of these inequities need relief. This bill
will not raise or lower taxes to any great
extent, but it will correct many injustices.

T-DAY

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr, Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. BRowN1?

There was no objection.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
today, March 15, is an important day
in the lives of millions of Americans.
This is T-day—the last day during which
1948 income taxes can be paid.

So, Mr. Speaker, I wish to take this op-
portunity to point out that in paying
their 1948 income taxes today our citi-
zens are finding—for the first time in
many years—that their income-tax bur-
den has been reduced.

In fact some seven million Americans,
who, in previous years were required to
pay taxes on their low earnings, do not
have to pay any tax on their 1948 in-
comes. Millions of married couples are
finding their income-tax assessments
have been greatly reduced, in many cases
by as much as 30 percent. All other
Americans are finding that their income-
tax burdens on 1948 earnings have been
reduced.

This happy result is no accident, nor
is it because of anything the administra-
tion in power has done.

The lower income taxes effective to-
day are the legislation enacted by the
Republican Eightieth Congress over the
veto of the President. The Republicans
in the Eightieth Congress, just as do the
Republicans in the Eighty-first Con-
gress, were and are strong believers in
governmental economy and in the lower
taxes to be gained by economy. The
Republican Eightieth Congress cut both
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Government spending and taxes. The
Republicans in this Eighty-first Congress
are demanding reduced Government
spending and repeal of wartime excise
taxes. They are opposed to the Presi-
dent’s program of heavier Government
expenditures and greatly increased taxes
on the people.

Today—T-day—is a good time for the
people of the United States to stop and
ponder a while over the financial situa-
tion and policies of our Government.
Today is a good time for them to decide
whether they want the economy and
efliciency in Government—and lower
taxes, under a Republican program—or
the continuation of the New Deal policy
of tax and tax and tax, and spend and
spend and spend, which threatens both
the solvency and the future of this
Nation.

Mr. SADLAK. Mr. Speaker, “The good
that men do lives after them”—of course,
this saying should he amended and when
applied to the Eightieth Congress should
then read “The good that the men and
women did in the Eightieth Congress
lives after them,”

One of such “do goods” which affects
the very foundation of our country is the
preservation of marriage and home. The
Eightieth Congress, in passing the tax-
reduction law of 1948 wisely included the
community-property tax provision.

To confirm the good in this instance,
I wish to include in my remarks an item
from the Hartford (Conn.) Times of
March 14, 1949, which in all likelihood,
is only one example of many unreported
reconciliations or strengthening of mari-
tal ties, Surely the full effect of this
tax proviso is incalculable in the light of
all the possible ramifications on the mar-
ital ties of the husbands and wives of
America, not mentioning the inevitable
fact that the provision had been an
added strong reason for new marriages.

Mr. Fitzpatrick is the collector of in-

ternal revenue for the State of Connecti-
cut, with offices at 460 Capitol Avenue,
Hartford.

The newspaper item is as follows:

COMMUNITY-PROPERTY TAX PROVISO BRINGS
RECONCILIATION

The revised Federal Income-tax law can
play the role of Cupid as well as that of the
traditional ogre. Take the word of Collector
John J, Fitzpatrick for it.

As the filing of returns mounted in volume
today on the next to the last day, Fitzpatrick
sald that in several cases the new oppor-
tunity to file joint returns had apparently
brought about reconciliations between sepa-
rated couples.

Proof of one reconciliation appeared at
Capitol Avenue internal revenue headquar-
ters this morning. Fitzpatrick told it this
way:

“Last month a taxpayer in a high-income
bracket came in alone for help. Asked if
he was married, he sald he was, but that
subsequent to December 31 he and his wife
separated.”

Under the new community-property law,
it was pointed out to the taxpayer, he and
his wife could file jointly, thereby saving
money, if they had been living together De-
cember 31, last day of the taxable year. If
on or before the last day of the year they
were divorced or legally separated, they are
considered single for the entire year for tax
purposes,
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The taxpayer, warned that if he and his
wife agreed to file jointly they must both sign
the return, went away to think it over.

Today he returned with his wife, both
smiling, and sought help in fillng a joint
document. They explained that while get-
ting together to talk over their tax they also
talked over other things and decided on a
reconciliation.

Collector Fitzpatrick belleves that several
other reconciliations in the State had been
similarly effected.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. BIEMILLER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an article from the
Woman's Home Companion.

Mr. FEIGHAN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
REcorp in two instances: in one to in-
clude an editorial appearing in the
March 19 issue of the magazine America,
and in the other fo include a speech to
be made by him at Cleveland.

Mr. LANE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp in three instances, and to in-
clude editorials and newspaper articles,
and in one instance to include a state-
ment made by him which was submitted
to the Committee on Ways and Means on
old-age pensions.

Mr. PATTERSON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp in two instances and include
newspaper articles.

Mr. MICHENER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp in two instances: in one to in-
clude an editorial; and in the other to
revise and extend his remarks and in-
clude a magazine article in the remarks
he intends to make today.

Mr. LEFEVRE asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
REcorp and include an address made by
a constituent, Mr. Kent Leavitt, presi-
dent of the National Association of Soil
Conservation Districts.

Mr. RICH asked and was given permis-
sion to extend his remarks in the REcorp
and include an article, Liberal or Con-
servative.

Mr. CLEVENGER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an ediforial from the
Cleveland Plain Dealer.

Mr. ANDERSON of California asked
and was given permission to extend his
remarks in the REcorp and include an
editorial.

Mr. JENNINGS asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an editorial.

Mr. SANBORN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an article,

Mr. BOGGS of Delaware asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Recorp and include a let-
ter from a gentleman in Delaware.

Mr. VAN ZANDT asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include a statement from
the Selective Service System.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Recorp in two instances, to
include newspaper articles and letters.



2512

Mr. PHILBIN asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp and include a certain magazine
article.

Mr. MULTER asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the Rec-
ORD.

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp and include extra-
neous matter., I am informed by the
Public Printer that the cost will be
$159.75 but I ask that it be printed not-
withstanding that fact.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the requests of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. MULTER]?

There was no objection.

Mr, CANNON asked and was given
permissicn to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include some excerpts from
certain letters relative to Federal ex-
penditures.

PRIVATE CALENDAR

The SPEAKER. This is Private Calen-
dar day. The Clerk will call the first
bill on the calendar.

EZRA BUTLER EDDY, JR., AND WIFE,
MARIE CLAIRE LORD EDDY

The Clerk called the first bill on the
Private Calendar, H. R. 1700, for the re-
lief of Ezra Butler Eddy, Jr., and wife,
Marie Claire Lord Eddy.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in the adminis-
tratlon of the Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion laws the Attorney General be, and he
hereby i3, authorized and directed to record
the lawful admission for permanent residence
of Ezra Butler Eddy, Jr., and his wife, Marie
Claire Lord Eddy, as of February 3, 1945, the
date upon which they were admitted tempo-
rarily to the United States.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

SAMUEL FADEM

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1993)
for the relief of Samuel Fadem.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Attorney Gen-
eral be, and he is hereby, authorized and
directed to record the lawiul admission for
permanent residence of Samuel Fadem, who
entered the United States lawfully at the
port of New York on September 27, 1046,
Upon the enactment of this act, the Secretary
of State shall reduce by one the quota for
FPoland then current.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ALASEA JUNEAU GOLD MINING CO.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 583)
for the relief of the Alaska Juneau Gold
Mining Co., of Juneau, Alaska.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
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the Alaska Juneau Gold Mining Co., & corpo-
ration, of Juneau, Alaska, the sum of
$80,000, in full settlement of all claims
against the United States for crushed rock,
building materials, and services furnished
the United States for use In urgently needed
defense projects, including construction of
the subport of embarkation, alr landing
fields, and so forth, at Juneau, Alaska, and in
the vicinity during the period from June 1,
1942, to February 1, 1844: Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
gullty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not
exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 594)
for the relief of Mamie Hurley.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That notwithstanding
the provisions and limitations of sections
15 to 20, both inclusive, of the act entitled
“An act to provide compensation for em-
ployees of the United States suffering in-
juries while in the performance of their
duties, and for other purposes,” approved
September 7, 1916, as amended (U. 8. C.,
1940 edition, title 5, secs. 765-770), the
Bureau of Employees’ Compensation is here-
by authorized and directed to receive and
consider, when filed, the claim o. Mamie L.
Hurley for compensation under such act,
within 6 months from the date of enact-
ment of this act, on account of the death
of her husband, Edwin L. Hurley, deceased,
whose death on March 21, 1945, is alleged to
have been the result of injuries, with conse-
quent disability, received in August 1840,
in the performance of his duty as a ma-
chinist in the Veterans' Administration at
Kecoughtan, Va.; and the Bureau, after such
consideration of such claim, shall determine
and make findings of fact thereon and make
an award for or against payment of compen-
sation provided for in such act of Beptember
7, 1916, as amended: Provided, That no bene-
fits shall accrue prior to the enactment of
this act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

ESTATE OF MATHEW C. COWLEY AND
LOUISA COWLEY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 609)
for the relief of the estate of Mathew C.
Cowley, deceased, and the estate of
Louisa Cowley, deceased.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the estate of
Mathew C. Cowley, deceased, former owner
of a certain farm consisting of 156 acres of
land, more or less, near Camp Knox, in Har-
din County, Ky.. and the estate of Louisa
Cowley, deceased, former owner of a certain
farm consisting of 150 acres of land, more
or less, near Camp EKnox, in Hardin County,
Ky., are each, as such former owner or owners,
hereby authorized to bring such suit or suits
as each may respectively desire to =zo do
against the United States of America, to
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recover damages, if any, for loss or losses,
which they may have sustained or suffered,
as such respective former owners, by reason
of establishment, construction, or mainte-
nance of Camp Enox in the State of Een-
tucky. Jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon
the District Court of the United States for
the Western District of Kenfucky to hear,
consider, determine, and render judgments.
for the respective amounts of such damages,
if any, as may be found to have been sus-
tained or suffered by the sald former owners
of said farms, with the same right of appeal
as in other cases, and notwithstanding any
lapse of time or statute of limitation: Pro-
vided, That such action will be rought with-
in 1 year from the date that this act shall
become effective.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table,

LORENZO H. FROMAN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 610)
for the relief of Lorenzo H. Froman.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That Lorenzo H. Fro-
man, former owner of a certain farm con-
sisting of 165 acres of land, more or less,
near Camp Knox, in Hardin County, EKy.,
is, as such former owner, hereby authorized
to bring sult against the United States of
America to recover damages, if any, for loss
or losses which he may have sustained or
suffered, as such owner, by reason of estab-
lishment, construction, or maintenance of
Camp Knox in the State of Eentucky. Juris-
diction is hereby conferred upon the District
Court of the United States for the Western
District of Kentucky to hear, consider, de=-
termine, and render judgment for the
amount of any such damages, if any, as may
be found to have been sustained or suffered
by the sald former owner of said farm, with
the same right of appeal as in other cases,
and notwithstanding any lapse of time or
statute of limitations: Provided, That such
action will be brought within 1 year from
the date that this act shall become effective.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table,

CLAIMS OF PROPERTY OWNERS ADJA-
CENT TO FORT KNOX, KY.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 611)
to confer jurisdiction upon the District
Court of the United States for the West-
ern District of Kentucky to hear, deter-
mine, and render judgment upon the
claims of certain property owners adja-
cent to Fort Knox, Ky.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted etc., That jurisdiction is
hereby conferred upon the District Court of
the United States for the Western District
of Kentucky to hear, determine, and render
judgment for the respective amounts of such
damages as may be found to have been sus-
tained or suffered by landowners who owned
land in the vicinity of Fort Enox, Ky., prior
to the time the Government acquired that
site: Provided, That no claims shall be con-
sidered by the court of any landowner who
acquired the property after the acquisition
by the Government of this military reserva-
tion: Provided jurther, That such action or
actions will be brought within 1 year from
the date that this act shall become effective.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
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time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

MRS. HARRIETT PATTERSON ROGERS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 637)
for the relief of Mrs. Harriett Patterson
Rogers.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
the sum of $2,800, to Mrs, Harriett Patterson
Rogers, of Forrest City, Ark,, in fuli settle-
ment of all claims against the United States
as reimbursement for a judgment rendered
against her and in favor of Jess L. Bell and
others in the Circuit Court of Pope County,
Ark. Such claim arising out of an accident
on June 14, 1841, while the said Mrs. Harriet
Patterson Rogers was on official business for
the United States Agriculture Extension
Service in the State of Arkansas: Provided,
That no part of the amount appropriated In
this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall
be paid or delivered to or received by any
agent or attorney on account of services
rendered in connection with this claim, and
the same shall be unlawful, any contract to
the contrary notwithstanding. Any person
violating the provisions of this act shall be
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon
conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum
not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion o recon-
sider was laid on the table.

LOUISE PETERS LEWIS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 683)
for the relief of Louise Peters Lewis.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of an funds or
property of the Government of Germany or
of nationals of Germany in the possession
or under the control of the Government of
the United States or which may hereafter
come into the possession or under the con-
trol of the United States, to Louise Peters
Lewis of East Lynn, Mass.,, a native-born
citizen of the United States, the sum of $10,-
000. Such sum represents the actual amount
of the loss (without interest thereon) sus-
tained by the said Loulse Peters Lewls on ac-
count of the depreciation in value of certain
First World War German securities owned by
her and described in her claim (list No.
65242, Docket No. 7T172) heretofore filed with,
and dismissed by, the Mixed Claims Com-
mission, United States and Germany.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

J. W. GREENWOOD, JR.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1137)
for the relief of J. W. Greenwood, Jr.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Comptroller
General of the United States is hereby au-
thorized and directed to credit the accounts
of J. W. Greenwood, Jr,, former regional fiscal
officer for the Central Administrative Services
Division, Office for Emergency Management,
Philadelphia, Pa., and he is hereby relieved
from any liability to refund or pay to the
United States the sum of §718.23, such sum
being vouchers issued to enlisted personnel
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for travel expenses at the same rate as com-
missioned officers, whereas they were entitled
to a lower rate under the Army regulations,
and for other purposes,

The hill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid no the table.

L. J. HOUZE CONVEX GLASS CO.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1461)
for the relief of the L. J. Houze Convex
Glass Co.

The SPEAKER. Is ihere objection to
the present consideration of the hill?

Mr. LICHTENWALTER. Mr, Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that the bill
may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

COHEN, GOLDMAN & CO., INC.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1794)
for the relief of Cohen, Goldman & Co.,
Inec.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury be. and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay to Cohen, Goldman &
Co., Inc., out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $19,-
020.20, in full settlement of all claims against
the Government growing out of contracts
numbered 1825, .645, 2299, 3220, and 4519N,
and contracts supplementary thereto, for
the manufacture during 1917 and 1918 of
overcoats and uniforms for the United States
Army.

With the following co.nmittee amend-
ment:

Page 1, llne 11, after the word “Army”, in-
sert the following: “Provided, That no part of
the amount appropriated in this act in ex-
cess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or de-
livered to or received by any agent or attorney
on account of services rendered in connection
with this claim, and the same shall be unlaw-
ful, any contract to the contrary notwith-
standing. Any person violating the provisions
of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misde-
meanor and upon conviction thereof shall be
fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000.”

The committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MRS, FLORENCE EYVANK

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2463)
for the relief of Mrs. Florence Byvank,

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Administrator
of Veterans' Affiairs be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to pay the amount of
the Insurance under the Government life
insurance policy (No. K 720604) of Clarence
A. Byvank to Florence Byvank, his widow and
designated beneficiary, in accordance with
the terms of such policy, beginning with the
first calendar month following the month
during which this aet is enacted, notwith-
standing the lapse of such policy in December
1831. The insured, Clarence A. Byvank, ap-
plied for reinstatement of such policy in Feb-
ruary 1932 and transmitted payment for
back premiums théreon at the time of appli-
cation but died suddenly from monoxide gas
Ppoisoning on March 30, 1932, before a report
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of his medical examination had been filed
with the Veterans' Administration.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ACCFPTANCE OF CERT AIN GIFTS AND A
FOREIGN DECORATION

The Clerk called the bill (S. 632) to
authorize certain personnel and former
personnel of the Naval Establishment to
accept certain gifts and . foreign decor-
ation tendered by foreign governments,

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the following-
named members and former members of the
naval service are hereby authorized to ac-
cept such gifts as have been tendered them
by foreign governments as of the date of
approval of this act: Rear Adm. Harold M.
Martin, United States Navy; Capt. William
R. Brust, United States Naval Reserve; Capt.
Bennett W. Wright, United States Navy; Capt.
George C. Wright, United States Navy; Capt.
Richard W, Ruble, United States Navy; Com-
mander Robert F. Carmody, United States
Navy; Commander James I. Cone, United
States Navy; Commander Jack Dean, United
Btates Navy; Commander Gordon Fowler,
United States Navy; Commander Richard L.
Fowler, United States Navy; Commander
John E. Hausman, United States Navy; Com-
mander Draper L. Kauffman, United States
Navy, Commander James A. Knowlton, United
States Nerval Reserve; Commander John P.
Lunger, United States Navy; Commander
Robert M. Milner, United States Navy; Com-
mander Frank G. Raysbrook, United States
Navy; Commander Frederick M. Steisberg,
United States Navy; Commander William A,
Btuart, United States Navy; Commander
Richard 5. Rogers, United States Navy; Com-
mander George R. Lee, United States Navy;
Lt. Comdr. Raymond A. Boyd, United States
Navy; Lt. Comdr. Laurenca B. Green, United
Btates Navy; Lt. Comdr. Melvin C. Hoffman,
United States Navy; Lt. Comdr. Victor A.
Moitoret, United States Navy; Lt. Comdr.
John C. O'Connor, United States Navy; Lt.
Comdr. Henry Nelson, United States Naval
Reserve; Lt. Comdr. Norman L. Paxton,
United States Navy; Lt. Comdr. Byron G.
Shepple, United States Navy; Capt. James J.
Bott, United States Marine Corps; Lt. Irwin
J. Vanderswag, United States Marine Corps;
Lt. George H. Belk, United States Navy; Lt.
Bamuel Hopkins, Jr., United States Navy;
Lt. Jack Bcott, United States Navy; Lt.
{jg) La Verne W. Brown, Jr., United States
Navy; Lt. (jg) Leonard B. Di Napoli, United
States Navy:; Lt. (jg) Thomas L. Neilson,
United States Navy; Lt. (jg) Horace A. Thom-
sen, United States Navy; Ensign Robert P.
Armstrong, United States Navy; Chief Boat-
swain Anthony 8. Ciccone, United States
Navy; Boatswain Earl L. Hause, United States
Navy; Joseph G. Pardovich, chief boatswain’s
mate, United States Navy; Robert D. Clende-
non, chief musician, United States Navy;
Carl F. Heine, chief machinist's mate, United
Btates Navy; Gilbert H. Dobler, chief photog-
rapher’s mate, United States Navy; Myrl A.
Yeaman, chief photographer's mate, United
Btates Navy; Crisanto Dolor, chief cook,
United States Navy; Master Sergeant Lionel
E. Simmons, United States Marine Corps;
Willie F. Maquire, chief signalman, United
States Navy; Donald K. Lobell, chief radio-
man, United States Navy; Gorman “T" Perry,
motor machinist’s mate, first class, United
States Navy; Jack O. Montgomery, boat«
swain’s mate, second class, United States
Navy; Charles R. Dickinson, boatswain's mate,
third class, United States Navy; Lawrence .
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Wasser, musician, third class, United States
Navy; Gordon C. Wyman, fire controlman,
third class, United States Navy; Robert
Charles Vail, shipfitter, third class, United
States Navy; Delmere B. Blackburn, private,
first class, United States Marine Corps; Paul
Hermann, seaman, first class, United States
Navy; James E. McCall, seaman; first class,
United States Navy; Charles H. Kilpatrick,
geaman, first class, United States Navy; Clif-
ford E. Kintner, seaman, first class, United
States Navy; Bernard I. Landau, seaman, first
class, United States Navy; Harold A. Master,
seaman, first class, United States Navy; Ken-
neth Karl Hrabal, seaman, first class, United
States Navy; Nicholas Vignovich, seaman,
first class, United States Naval Reserve; Leon-
ard Stanley Tur, fireman, first class, United
States Naval Reserve; L. R, Weedle, fireman,
first class, United States Navy; R. N. Young,
fireman, first class, United States Navy; and
Michael Strusinski, coxswain, United States
Naval Reserve.

Sec. 2. The following-named members of
the naval service are hereby authorized to
accept such awards as have been tendered
them by foreign governments as of the date
of the approval of the act: Rear Adm. Ed-
ward W. Hansen, United States Navy; Capt.
Albert E. Fitzwilliam, United States Navy;
and Lt. (jg) John E. Nichols, United States
Navy.

Sgc. 3. Dr. Mina S. Rees, a civilian em-
ployee of the Navy Department, is hereby
authorized to accept and wear the EKing's
Medal for Service in the Cause of Freedom
which has been tendered her by the Gov-
ernment of Great Britain.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
ALEX BAIL

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 668)
for the relief of Alex Bail.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Attorney Gen-
eral is authorized and directed to cancel
forthwith any outstanding warrant of arrest,
order of deportation, warrant of deportation,
and bond in the case of Alex Bail, and is
directed not to issue any further warrants
or orders in the case of the alien based upon
such alien’s membership in the Communist
Party prior to the enactment of this act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

FREDA WAHLER

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 2704)
for the relief of Freda Wahler.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Civil SBervice
Commission is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the civil-service
retirement and disability fund, to Freda
Wabhler, of Freeport, Ill.,, the widow of Willlam
F. Wahler, formerly a railway mail clerk, an
annuity equal In amount to the annuity
which she would have been entitled to re-
ceive had William F. Wahler been promptly
and properly advised by the Civil Bervice
Commission of his rights as to retirement
and had he upon receipt of the proper infor-
mation elected in writing to receive a reduced
annuity equal to such reduced annuity pay-
able after his death to the said Freda Wahler
as surviving beneficiary.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.
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JACOB A. JOHNSON

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 585)
for the relief of Jacob A. Johnson.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Jacob
A. Johnson, of Kodiak, Alaska, the sum of
$15,103.94, in full settlement of all claims
against the United States for losses hereto-
fore sustained, or which may hereafter be
sustained, by the said Jacob A. Johnson, on
account of damages heretofore caused, or
which may hereafter be caused, to his fox
farm, located on Crooked Island, Alaska, by
military, naval, and air force activity in that
area: Provided, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be pald or delivered to or
received by any agent or agents, attorney or
attorneys, on account of services rendered in
connection with said claim. It shall be un-
lawful for any agent or agents, attorney or
attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, or re-
ceive any sum of the amount appropriated
in this act in excess of 10 percent thereof
on account of services rendered in connection
with sald claim, any contract to the contrary
notwithstanding. Any person violating the
provisions of this act shall be fined in any
sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion fo re-
consider was laid on the table.

GEORGE A. EIRCHBERGER

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 650)
for the relief of George A. Kirchberger.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That George A. Kirch-
berger, of Chicago, Ill., is relieved of all
liability to refund to the United States
amounts pald to him for services as an
employee of the Department of the Treas-
ury, Bureau of Federal Supply, and as an
employee of the Department of War during
the period he was not eligible, because of
citizenship requirements, to receive com-
pensation from funds appropriated for such
Departments. Any amounts heretofore (1)
withheld from the sald George A. Kirch-
berger (including any accrued salary for
services performed and salary in lieu of
accrued annual leave, but excluding the sum
of $214.44, representing retirement deduc-
tions), and any sum withheld or required
to be withheld pursuant to the provisions
of subchapter D of chapter IX of the In-
ternal Revenue Code, or (2) refunded to the
United States by him, on account of such
unauthorized payment to him, shall be paid
to him out of any money available for the
payment of salarles of employees of the
Department of the Treasury. The Secretary
of the Treasury is authorized and directed
to pay, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, into the civil-
service retirement and disability fund pro-
vided for in the Civil Service Retirement
Act of May 29, 1930, as amended, such sum
of $21444 which shall be credited to the
individual account of the sald George A.
Kirchberger who shall, for the purposes of
such act, as amended, be held and con-
sidered to have been a citizen of the United
SBtates during the period of his employment
by the United States.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MARCH 15

MARIO GENERAZZO

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 681) for
the relief of Mario Generazzo.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
Mario Generazzo, Revere, Mass., the sum of
$5,000, in full settlement of all claims against
the United States for personal injuries, medi-
cal and hospital expenses, pain, and suffering
of his son, George Generazzo, aged 5, wko
was injured as a result of being struck by a
United States Army Red Cross ambulance on
a public highway in the city of Revere, Mass.,
on October 18, 1943: Provided, That no part
of the amount appropriated in this act in ex=
cess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or de-
livered to or received by any agent or attorney
on account of services rendered in connec-
tion with this claim, and the same shall be
unlawful, any eontract to the contrary not-
withstanding. Any person violating the pro-
visions of this act shall be deemed guilty of
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding
$1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 5, after the word “appropri-
ated”, strike out the bill down to the colon
in line 1, page 2, and insert in lieu thereof
“to the legal guardian of George Generazzo,
Revere, Mass., the sum of 750, in full settle-
ment of all claims against the United States
for personal injuries and pain and suffering
sustalned by the sald George Generazzo as a
result of his having been struck by a United
States Army ambulance on a public highway
in Revere, Mass., on October 18, 1943."

The committee amendment was agreed
to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed. "

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill for the relief of the legal guardian
of George Generazzo."”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

GENERAL ENGINEERING & DRY DOCK
CORP.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 709)
for the relief of the General Engineering
& Dry Dock Corp.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Navy Depart-
ment be, and is hereby, authorized and
directed to receive, consider, and pay the
claims of the General Engineering & Dry
Dock Corp. arising under Navy Department,
Bureau of Ships contract NODbs-10780 by
reason of claimant’s fallure to comply with
the provisions of article 5 (b) of said con-
tract: Provided, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be pald or delivered to or
recelved by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with these
claims, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person vioclating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereot shall be fined in
any sum not exceeding $1,000,

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, strike out lines 3 to 8, inclusive,
and insert the following: “That the Navy
Department be, and is hereby, authorized to
walve compliance by the General Engineer-
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ing & Dry Dock Corp. with the requirement
of article 5 (b) of Navy Department, Bureau
of Ships Contract NObs-10790, that estimates
of the cost of performing change orders be
submitted within 10 days of the receipt of
such orders or within such further time as
the naval -inspector may allow in writing
within said 10-day period.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.
The bill was ordered fo be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ESTATE OF MRS. MINERVA C. DAVIS

The Clerk called the bhill (H. R. 738)
for the relief of the estate of Mrs,
Minerva C. Davis. -

Mr. BOGGS of Delaware, Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that this
hill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Dela-
ware?

There was no objection.

MEXICAN FIBRE & TWINE CO., INC.,

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1116)
for the relief of Mexican Fibre & Twine
Co., Inc.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacled, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
. otherwise appropriated, to Mexican Fibre &
Twine Co., Inc., S8an Antonio, Tex., the sum
of ‘$435.20, in full settlement of all claims
against the United States representing over-
charge of .customs duties on sisal twine on
entry No. 115 of July 25, 1946, made at New
Orleans, La., resulting from certain mathe-
matical errors in the liguldation of the entry.

~ With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, after line 11, insert the following:
“Provided, That no part of the amount ap-
propriated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be pald or delivered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on aceount
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000."”

The commitize amendment was agreed

to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ADOLPHUS M. HOLMAN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R, 1121)
conferring jurisdiction upon the United
States District Court for the District of
New Mexico to hear, determine, and ren-
der judgment upon the claim of Adolphus
M. Holman,

Mr. LICHTENWALTER. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that this bill be
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection fo
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

HEIRS OF IDA LONDINSKY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1276)
for the relief of the heirs of Ida Londin-
sky.
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There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the
sum of $5,000 to the heirs of Ida Londinsky,
who was killed as a result of being struck
by a Government-owned truck of the United
States Army in New York City, N. Y., on
November 18, 1942, The payment of this
sum will be in full settlement of all claims
against the Government of the United States.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 5, strike out “$5,000” and insert
*$2,000.”

Page 1, after line 11, insert the following:
“Provided, That no part of the amount ap-
propriated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be pald or delivered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person vlolating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed gullty of & misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

AL W. HOSINSKI

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2249)
for the relief of Al W. Hosinski.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that this bill be
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.

JOEL W. ATEINSON

The Clerk called the bill (H. R, 2353)
for the relief of Joel W. Atkinson.

Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that this bill be
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Colo-
rado?

There was no objection.

STATE COMPENSATION INSURANCE FUND
OF CALIFORNIA y

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2922
for the relief of the State Compensation
Insurance Fund of California.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
to the State compensation insurance fund
of California the sum of $478.13. BSuch sum
represents the total amount paid by the said
State Compensation Insurance Fund of Cali-
fornia"as follows:

(1) To Allen D. Cameron, Californla, and
Earle P. Schouten, California, for compensa-
tion and medical treatment on account of
Injuries sustained on February 3, 1939, when
the automobile in which they were riding
was in collision on the State highway near
Vacaville, Calif., with a truck operated in
the service of the Civillan Conservation
Corps. At the time of such accident, the
sald Allen D. Cameron and Earle P. Schouten
were employees of the San Rafael Military
Academy, San Rafael, Calif,, and the sum of
$382.10 was paid to them by the said State

2515

Compensation Insurance Fund under its
workmen's compensation insurance policy
with the sald San Rafael Military Academy;

(2) To Officer Everett Ingram of the Cali-
fornia Highway Patrol, for compensation and
medical treatment on account of injuries
sustained on August 26, 1841, when the mo-
torcycle on which he was riding was in col-
lision on the San Francisco-Oakland Bay
Bridge, with a truck operated in the service
of the United States Army, and the sum of
$81.78 was paid to him by the sald State
compensation insurance fund under Iits
workmen’s compensation insurance policy;
and

(3) To the State department of motor ve=-
hiecles for damage to the motorcycle on which
Officer Ingram was riding, the sum of $14.25:
Provided, That no part of the amount ap-
propriated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be paid or dellvered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding,
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

AUTHORIZING SECRETARY OF INTERIOR
TO ISSUE DUPLICATES OF WILLIAM
GERARD'S SCRIPT CERTIFICATES

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2853)
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to issue duplicates of William Gerard’s
seript certificates No. 2, subdivisions 11
and 12, to Blanche H. Weedon and Mat-
tie Ward H. Harris, jointly.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

' Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of
the Interior is authorized to issue to Blanche
H. Weedon and Mattie Ward H. Harris,
jointly, duplicates of Willlam Gerard's spe-
cial certificate No. 2, subdivision No. 11 and
subdivision No, 12, each originally issued for
40 acres of publie land pursuant to the act
of Congress approved February 10, 1865, upon
satisfactory proof of ownership and loss of
same and the execution of a bond with good
and sufficient securities, in double the mar-
ket value of the certificates so to be issued,
to be approved by the Secretary of the Inte-
rior, conditioned to indemnify the United
States against the presentation by an inno-
cent holder of the alleged lost certificates.
Buch duplicates shall have all the legal force
and effect of the original.

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
issue duplicates of Willlam Gerard's script
certificates No. 2, subdivisions 11 and 12, to
Blanche H. Weedon and Amos L. Harris, as
trustees.”

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 4, strike out “Mattie Ward H.
Harris, jointly” and insert in lisu thereof
“Amos L, Harris, as trustees,”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was rea” the third
time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill to authorize the Secretary of the
Interior to issue duplicates of William
Gerard’s script certificates No. 2, subdivi-
sions 11 and 12, to Blanche H. Weedon
and Amos L. Harris, as trustees.”
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A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

BANK OF KODIAK, KODIAK, ALASKA

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 580) for
the relief of the Bank of Kodiak, Kodiak,
Alaska.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the
Bank of Eodiak, Kodiak, Alaska, the sum of
£3,000, in full settlement of all claims against
the United States for reimbursement in the
loss of mutilated currency of the United
States aboard the steamship Yukon on Feb-
ruary 4, 1946: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess of
10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered
to or received by any agent or attorney on
account of services rendered in connection
with this claim, and the same shall be un-
lawful, any contract to the contrary notwith-
standing. Any person violating the provi-
sions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a
misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
shall be fined In any sum not exceeding
$1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion
to reconsider was laid on the table.

PAYMENT OF CERTAIN CLAIMS AGAINST
THE ARMY

The Clerk called the bill (8. 634) to au-
thorize payment of certain claims for
damage to or loss or destruction of prop-
erty and personal injury arising from
activities of the Army.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
to Henry W. Brooks, Warren, Vt., $360; to
T. N. Carlton, Rural Free Delivery No. 1,
Wauchula, Fla., $250; to Melvin B. Clark,
Mankato, Minn., $32; to Paul A. Davis, Rural
Free Delivery No. 8, Sylvan Hills, North Little
Rock, Ark., $255; to Albert E. Drecoll, Liber-
tyville, Ill,, $63.25; to E. H. Ferguson, Ran-
toul, Tll., $64.68; to Harold L. Gavan, 229
Anderson Street, Hackensack, N. J., $24.79;
to Francis E. Geagan, Hotel Vereen, Miami,
Fla., $50; to John F. Gibbons, Jr., 1507 Rob-
ert Street, New Orleans, La., $156.30; to John
J. Eutch, 7212 Harrow Btreet, Forest Hills,
Long Island, N. Y., $34.57; to Mrs. Blanche
Lebwith, Wyandanch, N. Y., £189.50; to Joa-
quin Quinones Lopez, Santurce, Puerto Rico,
$600; to Mason D, Nesmith, Georgetown,
8. C., $40.64; to Isadore Rosinsky, 1820 North
Fifty-fourth Street, Omaha, Nebr., $706.50;
to A. M. Smith, Rural Free Delivery No. 2,
Columbia, 8. C., $440; to Mrs. May V. Walsh,
Montezuma, Ga., $35; to Herbert Grillmaier,
care of Hermann Reitboeck, Clay Products
Co., Panama, Republic of Panama, $190.31;
and to Peter L. Feller, 125 West Sixteenth
Btreet, New York, N. Y., $227. The pay-
ment of sald sums shall be in full settle-
ment of all claims of the above-named claim-
ants against the United States for damage
to or loss or destruction of property and
personal injury caused by military personnel
or civillan employees of the Army, or other-
wise incident to noncombat activities of the
Army, and determined by the Department
of the Army to be meritorious, which are not
payable elther under the provisions of the
Act of July 3, 1943 (57 Stat. 872; 81 U. B. C.
223h), entitled “An act to provide for the
settletient of claims for damage to or loss or
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destruction of property or personal injury or
death caused by military personnel or civil-
ian employees, or otherwise incident to ac-
tivitles, of the War Department or of the
Army”, as amended, or under the “Federal
Tort Claims Act,” as codified by the act of
June 25, 1948 (62 Stat. 983; 28 U. B. C. 2672) :
Provided, That no part of the amounts ap-
propriated In this act in excess of 10 per-
cent of any claim shall be pald or deliv-
ered to or recelved by any agent or agents,
attorney or attorneys, on account of services
rendered in connection with such claim, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating any of the provisions
of this act shall be deemed guilty of a mis-
demeanor and upon conviction thereof shall
be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

RACHEL D. GATTEGNO

The Clerk called the bill (S. 633), for
the relief of Rachel D. Gattegno.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
Rachel D. Gattegno, of Salonika, Greece, the
sum of #$3,000, in full settlement of all
claims against the United States on account
of the death of her husband, David Gatteg-
no, who died on or about July 5, 1944, as the
result of a wound caused by a rifie bullet
accidentally fired by a guard at a United
States Army military camp at Fedhala,
French Morocco, on or about July 4, 1944:
Provided, That no part of the amount ap-
propriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to
or received by any agent or attorney on ac-
count of services rendered In connection
with this claim, and the same shall be un-
lawful, any contract to the contrary not-
withstanding, Any person violating the pro-
visions of this act shall be deemed guilty of
& misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
ghall be fined in any sum not exceeding
$1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

JOHN I. MALARIN

The Clerk called the bill (S. 594) for
the relief of John I. Malarin, former
Army mail clerk at APO 932, a branch of
the San Francisco, Calif., post office, rel-
ative to a shortage in his fixed-credit
account.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Becretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to John I, Malarin,
former Army mail clerk at APO 932, a branch
of the San Francisco, Calif, post office, the
sum of $916.78, the amount refunded to the
United States by the said John I. Malarin as a
result of a deficiency that developed during
February 1948 In his fixed-credit account
while he was Army mall clerk at APO 932:
Provided, That no part of the amount appro-
priated in the act In excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be pald or delivered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered In connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding,
Any nerson violating the provisions of this
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act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor,
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in
any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and s motion to reconsider was laid on
the table,

EDWIN B. ANDERSON

The Clerk called the bill (S. 592) for
the relief of Edwin B. Anderson.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That Edwin B. Ander-
son, a city letter carrier in the post office at
Newton, Iowa, is hereby relieved of all lia-
bility to make refund to the United States
of any amount received by him as a result of
overpayment of salary from May 1, 1945, the
date he was promoted from substitute postal
employee to the position of regular city letter
carrier by the postmaster at Newton, Iowa, to
October 16, 19486, the eflective date of his pro-
motion to regular city letter carrier as au-
thorized by the Post Office Department.

Any amount heretoiore refunded to the
United States by Edwin B. Anderson, or by
any other person or persons on account of
such overpayment of salary to Edwin B,
Anderson, shall be refunded to him, or to
such other person or persons, out of any
money available for the payment of salaries
to city-delivery carriers. In the audit and
settlement of the accounts of any postmaster
or other designated disbursing officer of the
Post Office Department or postal service, the
salary payments to Edwin B. Anderson from
May 1, 1945, to October 16, 1946, for service
as regular city letter carrier shall be consid-
ered to have been authorized: Provided, That
no part of the amount appropriated in this
act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be
paid or delivered to or received by any agent
or attorney on account of services rendered
in connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat-
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined In any sum not ex-
ceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

JOSE BABACE

The Clerk called the hill (S. 26) for the
relief of Jose Babace.

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that this bill be
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

CERTAIN BASQUE ALIENS

The Clerk called the bill (S. 27) for the
relief of certain Basque aliens.

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that this bill be
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

RICHARD KIM

The Clerk called the bill (S. 90) to pro-
vide for the naturalization of Richard
Kim,

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administra-
tion of the immigration and naturalization
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laws Richard Kim, who served as a member
of the armed forces of the United States,
shall be considered to have been lawfully
admitted for permanent residence as of the
date of his last entry into the United States,
upon the payment of the visa fee of $10 and
the head tax of $8. The Secretary of State
is directed to instruct the proper quota-
control officer to deduct one number from
the appropriate quota for the first year that
sald quota is avallable,

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“An act to provide for permanent resi-
dence status of Richard Kim.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the

table.
CHUNG EWAI LUI

The Clerk called the bill (S. 315) for
the relief of Doctor Chung Kwai Lui.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, in the adminis-
tration of the immigration and naturaliza-
tion laws, the Attorney General is author-
ized and directed to record Dr. Chung Ewal
Lul as having entered the United States in
1936 for permanent residence, upon the pay-
ment by her of the visa fee and head tax.

Sec, 2. The Attorney General is author-
ized and directed to cancel any warrants of
arrest or orders of deportation which may
have been issued, and to discontinue any
deportation proceedings which may have
been comnrenced, in the case of Dr. Chung
Kwal Lul. The Secretary of State shall in-
struct the proper quota-control officer to de-
duct one number from the Chinese quota
for the first year that a guota number is
available.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

CLARIS U. YEADON

The Clerk called the bill (8. 335) for
the relief of Claris U. Yeadon.

There heing no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administra-
tion of the immigration laws, relating to
the issuance of immigration visas for ad-
mission to the Unted States for permanent
residence and relating to admissions at ports
of entry of aliens as immigrants for perma-
nent residence in the United States, that
provision of section 3 of the Immigration
Act of 1917, as amended (U, 8. C., title 8,
sec. 136 (¢)), which excludes from admission
into the United States “persons who have
been convicted of or admit having committed
a felony or other crime or misdemeanor in-
volving moral turpitude,” shall not here-
after be held to apply to Claris U. Yeadon
(nee Claris U. Davis), the wife of Cecil S.
Yeadon, an American citizen. If she is found
otherwise admissible under the immigration
laws, an immigration visa may be issued and
admission granted to the said Claris U. Yea-
don under this act upon application here-
after filed.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

MARIE E. WRIGHT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2231)
for the relief of Marie E. Wright.

There being no chjection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
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pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Marle E. Wright,
of Gibson, N, C., the sum of $10,000. The
payment of such sum shall be in full settle-
ment of all claims against the United States
on account of injuries to persdn and prop-
erty and future medical expenses sustained
by her when the United States Army vehicle
in which she was a passenger was struck by
another United States Army vehicle at Berlin,
Germany, on March 19, 1946: Provided, That
no part of the amount appropriated in this
act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall
be paid or delivered to or received by any
agent or attorney on account of services ren=-
dered in connection with this claim, and the
same shall be unlawful, any contract to the
contrary notwithstanding. Any person vio-
lating the provisions of this act shall be
deemed gullty of a misdemeanor and upon
conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum
not exceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$10,000” and in-
sert ‘‘§4,5628.83.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

TWA PLANTATION CO.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2233)
for the relief of Ewa Plantation Co., a
Hawaiian corporation,

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the
sum of $120,631.27 to Ewa Plantation Co., a
corporation organized and existing under the
laws of the Territory of Hawaii, in full settle-
ment of all claims listed herein against the
United States for property damages caused
by alrcraft, gunfire, flares, and other acts of
the armed forces of the United States from
December 8, 1941, through June 20, 1945,
upon lands held under lease by said com-
pany, resulting in the damage to or the de-
struction of the crops of sugarcane belong-
ing to sald company upon its lands adjacent
to Pearl Harbo: on the Island of Oahu, Terri-
tory of Hawail.

Claim No. Date Field No. Amount
Dee, B 1841 $17, 571.03
May 21,1044 7, 065, 12
June 12,1845 21, 408. 06
June 20,1545 3,326, 35

-| Feb, 15,1942 118,09
-| Mar. 8, 1942 F, 509,19
Apr, 17,1042 £, 251. 61
Jan. 30,1943 1,792, 23
Feb, 18,1943 672,34
ar, 6,1943 7857
Mar. 25,1943 87.68
Apr. 6,1843 L T46. 48
ay 26,1943 GOT. 08
June 10,1943 3,302.79

June 19, 1943 623,
Sept. 5,1943 7,621 74
Nov. 20,1643 56, 57
Jan. 1,1944 13, 036. 17
Apr. 15,1944 52,09
July 29,1044 32.24
Aug. 6, 1944 495,41
Sept. 2,1944 542,01
Sept. 14, 1944 , 6886, 50
Nov. 21,1944 B, 425, 50
Dee, 18,194 , 583, 27
Jan, 15,1945 109, 74
Feb. 17,1945 85,51
Mar. 06,1945 Nil
Mar. 6,1945 1, 067,96
120, 631. 27

Provided, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
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cent thereof shall be paid to or received by
any agent or attorney on account of services
rendered in connection therewith, and the
same shall be unlawful, any contract to the
contrary notwithstanding. Any person vio-
lating the provisilons of this act shall be
deemed gullty of a misdemeanor and upon
conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum
not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MRS. JULIA BALINT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 679)
to authorize the admission of Mrs. Julia
Balint to the United States.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the bill be passed over
without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania?

Mr. WALTER. I object, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. RICH. I object to the considera-
tion of the bill, Mr. Speaker; I should like
to know something about it.

The SPEAKER. One objection is not
sufficient.

There being no further objection, the
Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, notwithstanding
the quota limitations now provided by law,
a quota immigration visa may be issued to
Julia Balint, provided she is otherwise ad-
missible to the United States under the im-
migration laws, upon payment of the visa
fee and head tax.

8rc. 2. Upon the issuance of the visa, the
Secretary of State shall instruct the proper
quota-control officer to deduct one number
from the first available quota for Czecho-
slovakia.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MRS. MAY K. Y. MOK, FREDERICE W. S.
MOK, AND VINCENT W. C. MOK

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1010)
for the relief of Mrs. May K. Y. Mok,
Frederick W. S. Mok, and Vincent W. C.
Meck.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Attorney Gen-
eral is directed to cancel forthwith any out-
standing warrant of arrest, order of deporta-
tion, warrant of deportation, and bond, in
the case of allens Mrs. May K. Y. Mok and
her two minor sons, Frederick W. 8. Mok and
Vincent W. C. Mok, all of Berkeley, Calif.,
and is directed not to issue hereafter any such
warrants or orders in the case of such aliens.
For the purposes of the immigration and
naturalization laws, the sald Mrs. May K. Y.
Mok, the said Frederick W. S. Mok, and the
sald Vincent W. C. Mok, who entered the
United States on September 21, 1845, for a
temporary stay, shall be held and considered
to have been lawiully admitted, as of such
date, to the United States for permanent
residence.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert the following: “That in the adminis-
tration of the immigration and naturaliza-
tion laws the aliens Mrs. May K. ¥, Mok &nd
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her two minor sons, Frederick W. 8. Mok
and Vincent W. C. Mok, shall be considered
to have lawfully entered the United States
for permanent residence on September 21,
1945, the date of their actual entry into the
United States, upon payment by them of visa
fees and head tax.

“SEc. 2, Upon the enactment of this act
the Secretary of Btate shall instruct the
proper quota-control officer to deduct three
numbers from the Chinese racial quota for
the first year that such quota is available.”

The committee amendment was
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

BRAM B. TELLEKAMP

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1591)
for the relief of Bram B. Tellekamp.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, in the adminis-
tration of the immigration and naturaliza-
tion laws, Bram B. Tellekamp, of Honolulu,
T, H., shall be held and considered to have
lawfully entered the United States for per-
manent residence on March 17, 1947, the date
of his actual entry into the Territory of
Hawalil, upon payment of the required visa
fee and head tax.

Bec. 2. Upon enactment of this act the
Secretary of State shall instruct the proper
quota-control officer to deduct one number
from the quota for the Netherlands for the
first year that said quota is available.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, strike out *March 17, 1847"
and Insert “March 18, 1947."

The committee amendment
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

RALPH MARTIN ELZINGRE

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1876)
for the relief of Ralph Martin Elzingre,
also known as Ralph Seawell,

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
the allen Ralph Martin Elzingre, also known
as Ralph Seawell, of Mill Valley, Marin
County, Calif., shall be held and consldered
to have been lawfully admitted at San
Pedro, Calif.,, on May 2, 1945, to the United
States for permanent residence.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

In line 8, page 1, substitute a comma for
the period and add the following: “upon pay-
ment of the visa fee and head tax.

“Sec. 2. Upon the enactment of this act,
the Becretary of State shall authorize the
proper guota-control officer to deduct one
number from the nonpreference category of
the first available quota for nationals of the
Philippine [slands.”

The committee
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

was

amendment was
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RALEIGH B. DIAMOND

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1791)
for the relief of Raleigh B. Diamond.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Ral-
eigh B. Diamond, of Jacksonville, Fla., the
sum of $6,539.10, in full settlement of all
claims against the United States for personal
injuries and loss of earnings sustained on
February 6, 1944, while riding in a jeep at-
tached to the naval mine-warfare test sta-
tion, Solomons, Md.: Provided, That no part
of the amount appropriated in this act in
excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or
delivered to or received by any agent or at-
torney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat-
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed-
ing $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

JAMES FLYNN

The Clerk cailed the bill (H. R. 731)
for the relief of James Flynn.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to James Flynn, Clin-
ton, Mass., the sum of $3,500. The payment
of such sum shall be in full settlement of all
claims of the said James Flynn against the
United States on account of personal in-
juries received by him on December 8, 1945,
as a result of an accident in which a motor
vehicle of the United States post office, Paw-
tucket, R. I, was involved at Hamilton
Square, Clinton, Mass.: Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or recelved by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same

be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat-
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed
gullty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof ghall be fined in any sum not exceed-
ing $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$3,500" and insert
n‘zm‘u

The committee amendment was agreed
to

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MRS. HARRY E. HEWITT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 682)
for the relief of Mrs. Harry E, Hewitt.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
to Mrs, Harry E. Hewltt, of Peabody, Mass.,
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the sum of £5,000, in full settlement of all
clalms against the United States for per-
sonal Injuries incurred by her minor son
Elliott Hewitt, and for medical and hospital
expenses resulting therefrom, as a result of
belng burned from a fire carelessly and neg-
ligently left unguarded by employees of the
Works Progress Administration in February
1938, on sidewalk project on Lynn Btreet,
Peabody, Mass.: Provided, That no part of
the amount appropriated in this Act in excess
of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or de-
livered to or received by any agent or at-
torney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this Act shall be deemed
gullty of a misdemeanor and upon con-
viction thereof shall be fined in any sum
not exceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 5, strike out “Mrs. Harry E.
Hewitt” and insert “the legal guardian of
Elliott Hewitt.”

Line 7, strike out *“$5,000” and insert
“81.500‘”

Line 9, strike out “her minor son"” and in-
sert “the said.”

Page 2, line 2, strike out “1938" and insert
1940."

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill for the relief of the legal guardian
of Elliett Hewitt.”

g& motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

HARVEY M. LIFSET

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 607) for
the relief of Harvey M. Lifset, formerly a
major in the Army of the United States.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etec., That Harvey M. Lifset,
formerly a major in the Army of the United
States, is relleved of all liabllity to pay to the
United States the sum of $1,497.88. Such
sum represents Government funds stolen
from him in France while he was acting as
purchasing and contracting officer for the
Eighty-second Airborne Division, United
States Army. The Secretary of the Treasury
is authorized and directed to pay, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, an amount equal to the aggre-
gate of any amounts which have been paid
by the said Harvey M. Lifset in partial satis-
faction of the claim of the United States aris-
ing by reason of such theft.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

FRITZ BUSCHE

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 602)
for the relief of Fritz Busche.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Attorney Gen-
eral is directed (1) to revoke vesting orders
No. T650, executed September 5, 1946 (11 FP. R.
11092); 7561, executed September 5, 1946 (11
F. R. 11143); 7658, executed September 18,
1946 (11 F. R. 13444) ; and 80865, executed Jan-
uary 24, 1947 (12 F. R. 879); and (2) in the
performance of his functions under Executive
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Order 9788, issued October 14, 1946, to make
no further claim against the property covered
by such vesting orders, Such property is the
property of Fritz Busche, a citizen of the
United States and veteran of World War II,
as a result of gifts made to him by certaln
relatives of German nationality prior to the
declaration of war by the United States
against Germany on December 11, 1941,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

HAMPTON INSTITUTE

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 593) for
the relief of Hampton Institute.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That Hampton Institute,
of Hampton, Va., a private, nonprofit, educa-
tional institution, is hereby relieved of all
liability to pay to the United States the bal-
ance, due on and after April 1, 1948, of the
purchase price of certain property purchased
from the United States by Hampton Institute
pursuant to Supplement No. 6, dated Decem-
ber 1, 1945, of contract No, NOd 3041, dated
August 5, 1942, between the United States
of America and Hampton Institute. The Sec-
retary of the Treasury is authorized and di-
rected to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Hampton
Institute an amount equal to the aggregate of
any amounts due and payable on and after
April 1, 1948, under such contract, as supple-
mented, which have been paid by Hampton
Institute to the United States. The Secre-
tary of the Navy is authorized and directed to
transfer to Hampton Institute all the right,
title, and interest of the United States in and
to the property purchased under such con-
tract, as supplemented.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

VICTOR R. BROWNING & CO., INC.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 599)
for the relief of Victor R. Browning &
Co., Inc.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
the sum of $15,100, to Victor R. Browning &
Co., Inc,, of Willoughby, Ohio, in full satis-
faction of its claim against the United States
under contract No. NOY-13693, dated '
entered into by Victor R. Browning & Co.,
Inc., with the United States Government
through the Chief of the Bureau of Yards
and Docks of the Navy Department, contract-
ing for and providing for the construction
of crane equipment for delivery to the Navy
Yard at Charleston, 8. C.: Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall ,.e unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat-
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not ex-
ceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third

time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.
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PHIL H. HUBBARD

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 735)
for the relief of Phil H. Hubbard.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Eecretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Phil H. Hubbard,
American consulate, Birmingham, England,
the sum of $839.25. The payment of such
sum shall be in full settlement of all claims
of the said Phil H. Hubbard against the
United Btates for reimbursement of the ex-
penses incident to the transportation, dur-
ing June 1845, of his wife and children from
the United States to Zurich, Switzerland,
where he was stationed as American consul,
Although such expenses would normally have
been paid by the Department of State, the
sald Phil H. Hubbard was required to pay
such expenses because of lack of funds avail-
able to the Department of State for such
purpose: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act iIn excess
of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or de-
livered to or received by any agent or attor-
ney on account of services rendered in con-
nection with this claim, and the same shall
be unlawiul, any contract to the contrary
notwithstanding. Any person violatinr the
provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed-
ing $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

JOHN F. GALVIN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 766)
for the relief of John F. Galvin.

Mr. LICHTENWALTER. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that this bill be
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. LICHTENWALTER] ?

There was no objection.

MRS. REBECCA LEVY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3077
for the relief of Mrs. Rebecca Levy.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Mrs. Rebecca Levy,
of Seattle, Wash., the sum of $6,500. The
payment of such sum shall be in full settle-
ment of all claims of the sald Mrs. Rebecca
Levy against the United States arising out of
the death of her husband, Isaac Levy, which
resulted from his being struck by a United
States Army vehicle in Seattle, Wash,, on
September 26, 1944: Provided, That no part
of the amount appropriated in this act in
excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or
delivered to or received by any agent or at-
torney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat-
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed-
ing $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.
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JESSE A. LOTT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3234)
for the relief of Jesse A. Lott.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That notwithstanding
the provisions of sections 15 to 20, inclusive,
of the act entitled “An act to provide com-
pensation for employees of the United States
suffering injuries while in the performance
of their duties, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved September 7, 1916, as amended
(U. 8. C., 1940 ed., and Supp. V, title 5, secs.
765-770, inclusive), the Bureau of Employees’
Compensation of the Federal Security Agency
is hereby authorized and directed to consider
any claim filed with the Bureau by Jesse A.
Lott for compensation under such act, within
6 months from the date of enactment of this
act, on account of alleged injuries incurred
at the United States Maritime Shipyard,
Brunswick, Ga., on or about May 16, 1918.
No benefits shall acerue prior to the approval
of this act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table,

IVA GAVIN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3254)
for the relief of Iva Gavin.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwlse appropriated, the
sum of 85,000, to Iva Gavin, of Muncie, Ind.,
in full settlement of all claims against the
United States for personal injuries, medical
and hospital expenses, and loss of earnings
suffered and incurred by her when the auto-
mobile in which she was riding was struck
by an Army Air Corps bus at or near Dayton,
Ohio, on August 18, 1943: Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat-
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic-
:;oonoghau be fined in any sum not exceeding

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ANNA MALONE AND RITA ANDERSON

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1101)
for the relief of Anna Malone.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That notwithstanding
the provisions of section 19 (a) of the Im-
migration Act of February 5, 1917 (39 Stat.
889-890; 56 Stat. 1044; 8 U. S. C. 155), the
Attorney General is authorized and directed
to permit Anna Malone, of San Luis Obispo,
Calif., to remain permanently in the United
States if she is found to be otherwise ad-
missible under the provisions of the immi-
gration laws other than quotas.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 3, strike out all of page 1 and
insert: “That the Attorney General is hereby
directed to cancel the warrant of arrest, war-
rant of deportation, and any outstanding



2520

bond or bonds in connection with existing
deportation proceedings against Anma Ma-
lone and Rita Anderson, both of San Luis
Obispo, Calif., because of violatlons of sec-
tion 19 (a) of the Immigration Act of Feb-
ruary 1917 (30 Stat. 880-800; 56 Stat, 1044;
8 U. 8. C. 155). The Attorney General is like-
wise directed not to issue any further such
warrants of arrest or warrants of deporta-
tion against the said Anna Malone and Rita
Anderson because of the conduct wupon
which the present proceedings are founded.”

The committee was
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill for the relief of Anna Malone and
Rita Anderson.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

RUSSIAN ORTHODOX GREEK CATHOLIC
CHURCH OF NORTH AMERICA, SOUTH
NAKNEK, ALASKA

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2812)
to direct the Secretary of the Interior
to sell certain land at South Naknek to
the Russian Orthodox Greek Catholic
Church of North America.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eic.,, That upon the filing
of an application and the payment of $10
within 1 year from the date of this act by
the Russian Orthodox Greek Catholic Church
of North America, & corporation organized
under the laws of the State of Pennsylvania,
the Secretary of the Interior shall issue a
patent to said corporation for & tract of land
at Bouth Naknek near South Naknek village
on the south side Naknek River, Bristol Bay
area, Alaska, described as follows:

Beginning at corner No. 1 of United States
survey 2875; thence east one hundred and one
and four-tenths feet to corner No. 4 of United
Btates survey 2875 on the west boundary of
United Btates survey 1581; thence south one
hundred and ninety feet along west boundary
of United States survey 1581 to a point from
which corner No. 1 of United SBtates survey
1581 bears south one hundred and eighty and
fifty-seven one-hundredths feet; then west
one hundred and forty feet; thence north one
hundred and ninety feet; thence east thirty-
eight and six-tenths feet to the point of be-
Einning, contalning sixty-one one-hun-
dredths acre.

BEc. 2. The patent issued under this act
shall contain a reservation to the United
States of all mineral deposits in sald lands
and the right to prospect for, mine, and
remove the same under regulations prescribed
by the Secretary of the Interior.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 2, line 15, after the word “under”,
insert the words “applicable laws and.”

The committee amendment was agreed

amendment

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan, Mr.
Speaker, I make a point of order that a
guorum is not present.

Mr, SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I make the

point of order that a quorum is not pres-
ent.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum
is not present.
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Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I move
% call of the House,

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names;

[Roll No. 28]
Barden Hoffman, TI1 Simpson, Pa.
Blatnik Howell Smith, Ohio
Bulwinkle Jenison Smith, Wis
Slpenas  im  Ticen
Cox Lesinskl Taylor
Crosser Lucas Teague
Dawson Norrell Thomas, N. J.
Dingell O'Konskl Trimble
Ellswo! Plumley Wadsworth
Fulton Poulson Whitaker
Gathings Reed, N. Y ‘White, Idaho
Gilmer Bado 'ood
Harris Beott, Woodhouse
Hays, Ark. Hugh D, Jr.

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 387
Members have answered to their names,
a guorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dispensed
with,

HOUSING AND RENT CONTROL, 1049

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1731) to ex-
tend certain provisions of the Housing
and Rent Act of 1947, as amended, and
for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Kentucky.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill H, R. 1731, with
Mr. Gore in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. When the Com-
mittee rose on Friday the Clerk had read
through section 203 of the committee
substitute.

Mr, COLE of Kansas. Mr, Chairman,
I offer an amendment, which is on the
Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Corg of Kan-
sas: On page 34 strike out lines 23 to 25,
inclusive, and on page 35 strike out lines
1 to 18, inclusive.

Mr. COLE of Eansas. Mr. Chairman,
I offer today new bait. This is more pal-
atable bait than has heretofore been of-
fered. As a matter of fact, it is the type
of bait that members of both parties
are more interested in than that which
was offered before. This bait is such that
it will permit you to understand what
we are attempting to do in writing a
new bill. The amendment which I of-
fer today is one of a series of amend-
ments. This amendment together with
the other amendments will be offered
clause by clause, phrase by phrase, sec-
tion by section, to turn the bill as it has
been introduced to present law.

Thus I hope to underscore what is hap-
pening to you in the so-called tighten-
ing of rent confrol.

The particular amendment which I
have proposed today provides for strik-
ing out the right of the Expediter to re-
control those areas which have been
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heretofore or may hereafter be decon-
trolled in any defense rental area, not-
withstanding any administrative decon-
trol action taken since June 30, 1847,
except of course that he may not recon-
trol areas which have been decontrolled
by the emergency court of appeal.

I see no reason to permit the Housing
Expediter to recontrol areas which he
has decontrolled. When the Housing Ex-
pediter appeared before the Committee
on Banking and Currency in support of
this provision, he said the reason for it
was a possible need to establish control
in a defense area, which might arise after
it had been decontrolled. That was one
reason,

Secondly, he said that conditions might
change in any decontrolled area, that
the supply of rental housing might be-
come inadequate. He said under well-
defined limitations he would recontrol
those areas.

I have attempted to find the well-de-
fined limitations or restrictions under
which we have placed the Expediter in
the event he would attempt to recontrol
any area.

Going back to the original OPA law, I
read from section 2 (b), that the Housing
Expediter, or the Administrator at that
time, may take such action as is neces-
sary and proper in order to effectuate the
purposes of this act. He may issue a
declaration setting forth the necessity
for and recommendation with reference
to the stabilization or reduction of houses
in any defense-rental area. i

Mr, Chairman, that is the so-called
well-defined limitation under which the
Housing Expediter may desire to recon-
trol areas which have been decontrolled.
In his judgment any necessity for recon-
trolling may be sufficient, and, in my
opinion, that is it.

It has been said, and later was pro-
duced in the hearings before the com-
mittee, that this provision will give the
Expediter a more lenient method of de-
controlling. If he makes a mistake he
may recontrol. But I point out again
that the reasons that the Housing Ex-
pediter may desire to recontrol are eco-
nomic conditions which may change, not
emergency conditions, but economic con=
ditions which may change, as the gentle-
man from Missouri said the other day.
Conditions may change so that we find
ourselves in a depression period so that
the people of this country will not have
adequate means to find satisfactory
rental. If these conditions arise, then
the Housing Expediter, in my judgment,
under this provision, would be entitled
to recontrol areas which heretofore have
been decontrolled. Therefore, as we are
facing a possible change in our economic
situation, I suggest that we do not per-
mit the Housing Expediter this addi-
tional authority to recontrol areas which
have been heretofore decontrolled.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CoLE] has
expired.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr, Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

Mr, Chairman, this is a new provision
In rent-control legislation; it has never
been in a bill; it has never been in the
law. The committee has always opposed
it; we opposed it on the theory that we
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did not want the Housing Expediter to
have that much power, but this time I
bzlieve the committee while it is not
unanimously for it, I believe a large ma-
jority of the Members are for this pro-
vision. The reasons are obvious: A lot
of areas and portions of areas are on the
fringe. The Housing Expediter is not
willing to take the responsibility of re-
moving an area or portion of an area en-
tirely, although it looks like it is ripe to
be taken off, for the reason that he had
experience along that line that taught
him that in some instances the people
would take advantage of it and run the
rents up not just 10 percent, but 50 per-
cent, 100 percent, 500 percent.

This provision is to encourage the Ex-
pediter to run a risk, to go ahead and take
it off; then if they do not act right he has
the power under this law to recontrol.
Therefore, you are encouraged and you
have an incentive to remove just as many
just as quickly and just as fast as pos-
sible. I think it is the finest thing in the
bill in the direction of decontrol, and
certainly we do not want to take it out.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. I yield.

Mr. BUCHANAN. As I understand,
originally about 660 areas were under
control; at the present time 598 areas are
under control.

Mr. PATMAN. That is right.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Would the gentle-
man care to state what the experience
was according to the testimony before
the committee, in those areas which were
decontrolled?

Mr. PATMAN, The gentleman knows
more about that than I, but I know that
the experience of the Expediter was not
always a happy one; after he decontrolled
an area he could not put it back, and
the people could just do nothing they
wanted to in trying to establish a limit
as to rent; it has been rather unfortu-
nate. I wish the gentleman would get
5 minutes’ time and go into this subject
as soon as my time is up; I think it would
be a fine thing.

So this provision should be in this bill,
this recontrol provision; if you want to
encourage the Expediter to decontrol you
should give him power to recontrol in
the event there are abuses. Further-
more, it is notice to the people who own
houses in these areas or portions of areas
that they must nof get unreasonable if
they do not want the Housing Expediter
to come back in and take action. It will
caution them and cause them to be more
discreet in their handling of the tenants.
And remember that the power here is
not just to remove a defense area; the
Housing Expediter may remove a por-
tion of that area. Suppose there are 10
counties in the area; he may remove 1
county, 2 counties, or the whole area
of 10 counties; so, in that event, he is
encouraged to decontrol the whole area
or any portion of it. And, too, there is
a restriction: If the Emergency Court
of Appeals has held that an area to be
decontrolled—which they have held in
cases including the gentleman’s city in
Florida—it weould be impossible for the
Housing Expediter to recontrol it.
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Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, PATMAN. I yield.

Mr. SMATHERS. If the local rent
control board recommends decontrol,
does the language carried in the bill, the
provision the gentleman wants retained
in this bill, give the Expediter the power
to recontrol it even though the local
board has recommended decontrol?

Mr. PATMAN. VYes; the gentleman
means if they had recommended decon-
trol, and if it had been decontrolled that
the Housing Expediter under the present
law has the power to put it back under
control in the event it were necessary.
But if the local board made a recommen-
dation and it was not accepted by the
Housing Expediter, but they appealed to
the Emergency Court of Appeals and the
Emergency Court of Appeals said it
should be controlled; then, under this
amendment the Housing Expediter can-
not touch that area in any way in the
world; it remains decontrolled.

Mr. DEANE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the pending amendment.

Mr. Chairman, continuing the remarks
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr, PaT-
MmaN] one step further, I hold in my hand
here a weekly magazine issued out of the
State of North Carolina. I am impressed
with this very shocking statement on the
enormeus rise in the rent ceilings in the
Greensboro, N. C., area. As the gentle-
man from Texas indicated, the Expediter
has the right to decontrol a portion of
an area. That is what took place in this
particular area of Greensboro, N. C, A
portion of the area was decontrolled and
within a very brief period of time the
rent in this decontrol area increased over
100 percent. Iread from this news item:

Rent cellings were taken off 14 dwelling
units in Greensboro in the 3 months ended
January 31, 1949, The area rent director said
Friday the rapidity with which these rents
have shot up following decontrol has been a
shock to us. Rents climbed to a total of $776
a month compared to the previous ceiling of
$426. The average rise was 1056 percent above
the previous ceiling. It was a part of a Na-
tion-wide study ordered by the Housing Ex-
pediter.

Mr. Chairman, it does appear to me
that the recontrol provision in the bill is
a very timely provision. Not only would
it tend to stabilize rents in these rental
defense areas but, as the gentleman from
Texas indicated, it would enable the Ex-
rzditer to decontrcl many fringe areas
with the reasonable belief that this
Greensboro situation would not arise.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DEANE. I yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACK. As I understand
the law now, once an area is decontrolled
the Expediter has no authority to recon-
trol it no matter how high they go with
their rents, is that correet?

Mr. DEANE. That is correct.

Mr, McCORMACK. As a result of
that, there is a natural hesitancy to de-
control some areas. This particular pro-
vision would be as important in connec-
tion with the desire to have as many
areas decontrolled as possible, which the
Expediter will do; then if there is an un-
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reasonable, abnormal increase or an
abuse under decontrol he could recon-
trol under those circumstances?

Mr. DEANE. Would the gentleman
feel that this rise of 105 percent in this
Greensboro area is reasonable or unrea-
sonable?

Mr. McCORMACK. Oh, well, my im-
pression of that would be that under the
circumstances it is unreasonable. I say
this provision here is a provision for more
efficient operation of the law and for
more satisfaction being meted out, is
that correct?

Mr. DEANE. That is correct.

Mr., COX. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DEANE. I yield to the gentleman
from Georgia. o

Mr. COX. In other words, your com=-
mittee by the use of this language means
to arm the Expediter with a loaded gun
with which to bully and browbeat prop-
erty owners? -

Mr. DEANE. No, I cannot agree with
the distinguished gentleman from Geor-
gia, because, in my opinion, the Expe-
diter has been trying to carry on a job
under legislation which has been prac-
tically impossible to administer,

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. DEANE. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is it not a fact that
since April 1, 1948, under local area rent
boards that have the power to make rec-
ommendations for decontrol they have
only made 14 such recommendations,
and is it not a fact further that those
who are in touch with the situation loeal-
ly are in a better position to make these
recommendations? d

Mr. DEANE. I do, and may I make
this further observation: In my own
Congressional district I asked for two
surveys to be made by the Expediter.
These surveys were made and the leading
officials of these communities reported
there was need for a continuation of con-
trols. I contend these local boards are
in the best position to know the needs of
the local communities. :

Mr, SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DEANE, I yield to the gentleman
from Kentucky.

Mr. SPENCE. Is it not a fact that if
this is allowed to remain as it is, giving
the Expediter the power to recontrol, it
really means there will be an acceleration
to decontrol?

Mr. DEANE. Yes.

Mr. SPENCE. And that was the rea-
son the committee adopted it; because
they thought of many instances, where
he might decontrol them, he would be
armed with power to recontrol if they did
not violate the duty that the landlord
owed the tenant or the tenant the land-
lord, and that was the very purpose of
it, to accelerate decontrol.

Mr. DEANE, Indeed, it was.

Mr. SPENCE. That was the reason
we adopted it.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from North Carolina has ex-
pired.

Mr. MULTER. Mr, Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word.
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Mr. Chairman, those of you who may
have some feeling that giving this right
to the Expediter is giving him a loaded

‘gun should have their attention directed

to the fact that the local boards may still
make recommendations, and if the Ex-
pediter does not go along with the local
board, the local board can still take the
matter to the Emergency Court of Ap-
peals and have any mistakes of the Ex-
pediter rectified. In other words, the law
now provides that if your local board,
vour local people, think that your area
should get an increase in rent or should
be decontrolled entirely, they make that
recommendation. If the Expediter does
not go along with it, you take it to the
Emergency Court of Appeals and the
Emergency Court of Appeals will do the
right thing for you. If the Expediter
should now go back and recontrol an area
which has been previously decontrolled
and, bear in mind, if the court has de-
controlled it, the Expediter can do noth-
ing sbout it—it permits decontrol per-
manently. But, if those areas where a
Jocal board should make recommenda-
tion and the Expediter does not go along
with it, or he should recontrol it and the
local board differs with him, the board
can go to court and get it decontrolled
if the facts require it.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MULTER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Nebraska.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I under-
stood the majority leader to say that
where the decontrol had been recom-
mended by the Expediter, that he could
not then go back and recontrol. But I
understand, in the bill, he can, unless
the Emergency Court of Appeals has ruled
upon the question. The Expediter may
have decontrolled an area, but under this
bill he can go back and recontrol that
area; is that correct?

Mr. MULTER. There are two methods
now for decontrol; one by the Expediter
and the other by the Emergency Court
of Appeals if the Expediter did not want
to do it.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. If the Ex-
pediter has decontrolled an area and the
Emergency Court of Appeals has not
acted upon it, can he go back and re-
control that area?

Mr. MULTER. He may recontrol that
area, subject, again, to court review, as
I have already indicated.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MULTER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACEK. I am inclined to
think my friend misunderstood what I
did say. I said under existing law, once
he decontrolled as I understand, no mat-
ter how high the rents were, he could not
reconirol it.

Mr. MULTER. Under existing law he
cannot do anything about it.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska.
proposed law he can?

Mr. McCORMACK. Yes.

Mr. COLE of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MULTER. I yield to the gentle-
man from EKansas.

Mr. COLE of Kansas. Under the pro-
posed law, though, there is no appeal to

Under the
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the Emergency Court of Appeals if the
Housing Expediter recontrols an area
which has been decontrolled.

Mr. MULTER, I do not agree with
the gentleman because the local board,
despite the recontrol by the Expediter,
the local board can make ths recom-
mendation to decontrol thereafter and
if he does not go along with it——

Mr. COLE of Kansas. Yes; there-
after.

Mr. MULTER. We are talking about
changing circumstances. If an area is
now deconfrolled, we are not going to
recontrol it unless the rents go sky high
and the tenants have no place to go. If
the local board recommends decontrol
and the Expediter disagrees, you go to
court and get it decontrolled.

I urge that the amendment be defeated,

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, last week when we had
this matter up for discussion our dis-
tinguished friend, the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. HaiLeEck]l, read a state-
ment from the newspaper which indi-
cated that about 100 sections or districts
of the country have been agreed upon to
be decontrolled. Later I saw several
references to the same effect in the
newspaper. I wonder if anyone has come
forward with a list of those 100, or what-
ever number they were, because I would
like to know what districts have been
agreed upon.

Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. Chairman, if
the gentleman will yield, in answer to
the gentleman’s question I shall say
this, that the list which he has referred
to is a list of so-called fringe areas.
It is not an official statement from the
Housing Expediter’s office to the effect
that these areas would be decontrolled.
It is merely a list of some number of
areas that are considered fringe com-
munities in some 26 States. It was not
offered as bait. It was not offered in
any manner to bring in votes to support
this legislation. That has been known
to the members of the committee for
some time.

Mr. JENKINS. ' I do not yield further.
The gentleman declines to furnish that
information.

This statement said positively that a
certain Member of this House had ap-
peared before the newsmen and had put
out that statement. This is what I
want to know. I want to know what was
said and what sections were thereby
favored. I come from a district that has
some fair sized city areas and some rural
areas. I have appeared on the floor of
this House repeatedly, when this rent
matter was formerly up hefore us for
consideration and tried to effect some
decontrols. As I remember it I offered
an amendment 2 or 3 years ago that I
think was adopted. That amendment
provided that the Expediter or the man
in national authority at that time could
decontrol the rural sections, if it was
evident that rent contrel was not neces-
sary. It never has been done in my
section. I had one of the top men from
the Washington office come to my of-
fice in my home city. I asked the Wash-
ington office to send with him a man
with practical experience. This man
with practical experience recommended
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decontrol, but the Washington man
failed to follow his advice. If any secret
agreements have been made as a bait or
in any other way and done quietly, and
done in favor of somebody, I want to
know who did it and who profits by it.
If somebody does not come forward with
that information, then I say we ought
to have an investigation. I want to know
right now if the information can be
given. If it cannot be given, someone
surely can give us some information. I
do not want any of this fringy busi-
ness. Let us have “Yes” or “No.”

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENKINS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Indiana.

Mr, HALLECK. I do not want to
mention any names, and I am not going
to, but I do know that that list has been
circulated among numerous Members of
the House. They know what is in it. I
cannot for the life of me see why it is
so0 confidential that every Member of
the House should not be entitled to see
it.. We raised that question the other
day. As far as I know it is yet a confi-
dential list available only to a select few.
The gentleman from Pennsylvania may
say that that does not constitute bait.
I say that it does constifute bait. There
is no reason why I should not see that
list or the gentleman from Ohio should
not see it or any Member of the House
should not see it.

Mr, BUCHANAN. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENKINS. No.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does not the gen-
tleman want information on this? He
is asking for information.

Mr. JENKINS. I do not want the kind
of information the gentleman gave last
week when he talked a lot about this but
furnished no information.

Mr. BUCHANAN. In other words, the
gentleman is not interested in the facts.

Mr, JENKINS. I have the floor and I
decline to yield. I repeat, I do not want
any of this fringy business. I do not
want information such as the gentleman
gave last week, which was evasive and
was in no way responsive or satisfac-
tory. The gentleman evidently has the
information and evidence; then why does
he nof produce it? If some sections
been promised relief in such a way as
that those who know about it refuse to
give out the information, then I repeat
that we should call for an investigation.

Mr. Chairman, apparently there is no
one who will offer to clarify this situa-
tion. I shall keep this guestioning up
until we get some information.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Kansas [(Mr. CorLE].

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. CoLE of Fan-
sas) there were—ayes 86, noes 121,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I
offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. WiLLiams: On
page 36, line 18, strike out the quotation
marks, and after line 18, insert the follow-
ing subsection:

“(}) If the legislature or comparable gov-
erning body of any BState, municipality,
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county, or other political subdivision de-
clares by resolution that Federal rent con-
trol is8 no longer needed in such State,
munieipality, county, or political subdivision,
and transmits a certified copy of such res-
olution to the Housing Expediter, the pro-
visions of this title shall be inaplicable to
guch State, municipality, county, or polit-
ical subdivision 15 days after such certified
copy shall have been mailed by registered
mail to the Housing Expediter.”

Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr, Chairman, I am
not one of those who say that there is
no need to have Federal rent control in
certain areas of our country, nor am 1
one of those who believe that this should
be a local proposition, locally enforced
and locally instigated. I am a firm be-
liever, of course, in maintaining the right
of the States to order and control their
own affairs; but the critical housing
crisis which faces the country today was
brought on by a war and & national emer-
gency. On the other hand, Mr. Chair-
man, I favor granting to local author-
ities the right to decontrol in sections
where decontrol is necessary and advis-
able. Certainly no one knows better
than the elected local officials of any
town, county, or legislature of any State
whether rent control is needed within
the area under their jurisdiction.

The adoption of this amendment, of
course, will give some semblance of local
control over rents. In areas where it is
not needed, this amendment makes it
mandatory that the Housing Expediter
decontrol those areas upon receipt of a
resolution duly passed by the duly
elected officials of those areas.

This is in keeping with the division of
powers under our Constitution between
the States and the Federal Government.
It is in keeping with the needs of our
people by recognizing that those who are
confronted with the situation know best
how to take care of that situation them-
selves.

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, WILLIAMS. I yield.

Mr, COX, Iam very strongly in favor
of the gentleman’s amendment, and yet
I think I realize that the adoption of his
amendment is not going to make this
rent-control law a good law.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not think so,
either.

Mr. COX, Because you cannot make
a silk purse out of a sow's ear. However,
the amendment ought to be adopted.
The adoption of it would make the meas-
ure less sweeping in its operation. I
believe the House, when it finally comes
to vote upon the measure as amended,
should vote it down.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thank the gentle-
man.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment will
give the Federal Government the right
to determine whether they are going to
recognize the right and competence of
local officials to govern their own affairs.
By passing this amendment you will say
that these people who are on the ground,
these people who live in the cities, the
States, and the counties know more about
taking care of their own affairs than
some appointed bureaucrat sitting be-
hind a desk in Washington. You will
recognize the dignity of the individual
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community. You will recognize the dig-
nity of the county, the dignity of the
State, the dignity of the municipality.

Mr, Chairman, I hope this amendment
will be adopted.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr, WiIL-
L1ams] has expired.

Mr, SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I think this amendment
would be destructive of the very purposes
of the bill. We have adopted rent con-
trol because of a national emergency,
and that is the ground upon which the
courts have upheld it, including the
Supreme Court of the United States.

There must be a national pattern if we
are going to subserve the purposes for
which rent control was adopted. That
pattern would be utterly destroyed by the
adoption of this amendment.

There is a principle in law by which
you may classify property for taxation
and for regulation, but the classification
must be reasonable, and all persons simi-
larly situated must be treated substan-
tially the same. That ought to apply to
rent control. Where do you place the
power to decontrol property in this
amendment? You give it to the legisla-
tures of the States. You give it to the
county commissioners of the counties
and to the board of councilmen or the
commissioners of a city affected. Of
course, they will be under pressure all the
time to decontrol, and, of course, the
powerful interests are the landed inter-
ests. It would result in confusion worse
confounded. It would gut the bill and
destroy the purposes for which it was
originally enacted.

I have great respect for the distin-
guished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
Wirriams], who offered this amendment.
He was a distinguished soldier, and he
deserves the consideration of this House,
but I think his amendment would be de-
structive of everything we are trying to
accomplish.

Suppose a city governing board re-
fused to decontrol. Then they would ap-
ply to the county governing board. If
the county governing board refused to
decontrol, they would take it to the State
legislature. It does not involve local
self-government. We have to give up
some of our rights when a national emer-
gency exists. Primitive man was. the
only man who was absolutely free. When
he entered organized society he gave up
some of his righis for the general good.

Then I hear a lot of talk about the
invasion of the Constitution, and croco-
dile tears are being shed over our lost
liberties. The founders of our Govern-
ment made but one constitutional court,
the Supreme Court of the United States.
The great Chief Justice, John Marshall,
said that that Court would decide
whether an act was constitutional or
not. That Court ever since has held
that jurisdietion. They used it in this
case, and they said that rent control was
constitutional, and that a national emer-
gency existed. That is the reason it is
on the statute books today.

If you do not want rent control, I hope
you will vote against it and make the
issue clear so the responsibility of its
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destruction, if that should happen, will
be placed where it belongs.

I am tired of seeing perfecting amend-
ments to destroy the bill. I know that
this was introduced in all sincerity, but
that is the effect it would have, and that
is the effect most of these amendments
would have: Utterly to destroy the bill
and to destroy every purpose upon which
it was enacted.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. SPENCE. I yield to the gentleman
from Mississippi.

Mr. WILLIAMS., Is the gentleman
from Kentucky saying that he does not
have faith in the judgment of his local
officials?

Mr. SPENCE. I have not faith that
the local people will keep the pattern
of national rent control; no, I have not
faith that they will do that. I have faith,
of course, in their discharging the duties
for which they were elected; but this is
something different, this is not ordinary
legislation, and I do not think we ought
to impose these administrative powers on
the local legislative bodies generally and
then say to certain sections, “You may
decontrol.” What will the result be?
One county will be decontrolled and an-
other county similarly situated will be
controlled.

I am also wondering whether or not
the Congress has the power to delegate
to these legislative bodies the power to
decide when a Federal law shall operate
and when it shall cease to operate, bodies
over which the Congress exercises no
authority of selection and over whose
action it has no control.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr,
Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.,

Mr. Chairman, I shall not attempt to
engage in a constitutional battle with
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
SPENCE], but it does occur to me that
somewhere in the Constitution it is
stated that all powers not given to the
Congress are reserved to the States and
to the people. Let us bring rent control
into that pattern.

The argument which has been ad-
vanced by the gentleman from Kentucky
brings to light the sorry thing that is in-
volved in renf control; it is the sugzes-
tion that now, almost 4 years after the
war is over, we should attempt to force
into a national pattern, as he describes
it, areas where the people best in posi-
tion to know whether rent control is
needed have no voice, to force them into
that national pattern of rent control
whether they believe it is needed there
or not.

As the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. BucranaN] said a while ago in con-
nection with another amendment, the
local people are the ones best in position
to know. Why not let them have the
decision?

I was impressed Friday by the argu-
ment of the gentleman from New York
[Mr. CELLER] when he made the plea to
the House that this was a problem of
the big cities, and urged that the people
in the rural areas or the people from the
back parts of the country should give the
city people a chance to have rent control,
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that the rest of us should not impose
our will upon them.

That was the argument of the gentle-
man from New York.

By the same token, the men from the
cities who have this problem, who want
rent control, should not attempt to say
to the portions of the country which feel
they do not need it, that they must have
it or that they must place in the hands
of some bureaucrat sitting in Washing-
ton the power to say whether or not it
should be imposed upon the local areas.

I am perfectly willing for the gentle-
man from New York to have rent control
in New York if he wants it; I am per-
fectly willing for some city in my dis-
trict to have rent control if they want it,
but by the same token, I say: Do not
impose it upon the communities where
the local governing authority says they
do not need it.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CASE of South Dakota.
decline to yield.

Mr. Chairman, there are some un-
happy aspects of this rent-control prob-
lem. I heard the gentlewoman from
Utah the other day talk about some unit
paying $7 a month in rent, which she
said did not pay the taxes; and yet she
was for rent control because she thought
there was a need in some quarters. But
I must say that in my honest opinion it
is a rather sorry business we are dealing
with when we say to certain segments of
the people, to wit, those who happen to
have their money invested in real estate,
that they should be required to operate
at a loss if someone in Washington says,
*“You must give your goods at a cost that
will not even pay taxes upon it,” and
you do not impose that kind of rule upon
the balance of the economy. The least
we can do, it seems to me, is to give au-
thority to these local communities such
as is suggested in the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Mississippi
and let the wishes of the people who
know most about it control the situation.

Mr, BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the pending amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, in reference to the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Mississippi, I have some salient
facts here regarding State laws so far as
expiration dates are concerned.

The State of Connecticut has a State
law which expires upon adjournment of
the assembly. A new bill has been intro-
duced to extend the time limit.

The State law of the State of New
York expires on June 30, 1949,

The State of Virginia State law ex-~
tends to July 1, 1950.

In the State of Wisconsin the State
law expires on April 1, 1949,

In the State of Maryland they have
enabling legislation for local governing
body control which expires on June 1,
1949,

In the State of Illinois they have en-
abling legislation for local governing
body control which expires on June 30,
1949.

In the State of New Jersey their State
law has expired. A bill has been intro-
duced to revive the authority.

Sorry; I
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In the States of Minnesota, Missouri,
Louisiana, Michigan, and Rhode Island
the State laws have expired.

Since April 1, 1948, when local boards
were selected upon the recommendation
of the governors of the respective States
approved by the Housing Expediter, who
are in immediate touch and have been
over a period of years, who know the
local rent situation, in less than 600 rent
areas where there are 767 of these local
boards, there have been but 14 recom-
mendations by local boards for decontrol.
In other words, the people who have been
charged with the responsibility of re-
viewing these cases, who are familiar
with the cases, who are familiar with the
local rent situation in their areas, have
recommended but 14 areas for decontrol.

Mr. BAILEY., Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from West Virginia,

Mr. BAILEY. I would like to remind
the gentleman that in the State of West
Virginia we have no rent-control law.
Our constitution limits the session of our
legislature to 60 days. It meets on the
second Wednesday of January. Our
legislature has adjourned. Under this
proposal we would be without rent con-
trol unless the legislature would meet
again.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Imay sayinanswer
to the gentleman from West Virginia
that sifuation is similar in my own State.
The members who were elected to the
legislature were not elected on this par-
ticular issue. They are not in imme-
diate touch with this particular problem,
and I dare say that in almost one-half
of the States of this Nation the assem-
blies are not in session at the present
time. They have made no provision in
any appropriations to take care of the
local situation, and I am certain that it
wotld lead to nothing but a chaotic rent
condition if the pending amendment
were adopted.

Mr. S. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Mississippi.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thank the gentle-
man for yielding to me. May I say to
the gentleman from West Virginia that
he has missed entirely the meaning of
this amendment. The amendment does
not decontrol. It gives the State legis-
lature the authority to decontrol. It
gives them the authority to decontrol if
it is not needed. The State of West Vir-
ginia, therefore, would not be without
rent control until such time as the State
legislature determined there was no fur-
ther need for rent control or until such
time as an individual, county, or city
determined there was no need for rent
control within the area under their juris-
diction.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Imaysaythat what
the gentleman’s amendment does is that
it recommends that the legislature or
a comparable local government, a munic-
ipality, city, or political subdivision, if it
declares by resclution that rent control is
no longer needed, then the area is de-
controlled.

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?
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Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. MULTER. Does not the gentle-
man have a much more effective provi-
sion for local control of these situations
in the present law which we are continu-
ing in this bill, to wit, the local board
recommendations, which are the people
in each locality who know their own
situation in each district and make the
recommendation?

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is the entire
purport of my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania has ex-
pired.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last three words.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment offered
by the distinguished gentleman from
Mississippi seeks to interject into rent
control local determination for decontrol
of areas. I think we owe the gentleman
from Mississippi a good deal of credit for
his fight made two years ago on this floor
which resulted in the process which we
now have which, I believe, puts local con-
sideration of the problem directly where
it ‘belongs.

You men know that these local boards,
now provided by present law, have to be
nominated by the Governors of the
States from that locality. They meet,
and they can recommend, after due hear-
ings, decontrol of their areas. It goes to
the Housing Expediter, and if they are
not satisfied with the action of the Hous-
ing Expediter then they have an auto-
matic appeal to the Emergency Court of
Appeals. This is a three-judge Federal
court, assigned for the specific job of
handling rent control,

Now, that delegates local control in an
orderly and a constitutional way because
these nominees by the Governor are au-
tomatically appointed by the Housing
Expediter, and the review in case of dis-
satisfaction of his action is appealable to
a Federal court.

Let us contrast the constitutionality of
that process designed to give this local
consideration power in decontrol—and
incidentally in hardship adjustments by
these local boards—to what the amend-
ment today does.

This provides that no one group has
the responsibility, authority, or right to
decontrol, but any one of a number of
governmental groups, your State legis-
lature, your county commissioners, or
other municipal subdivisions of that area
all are possessed of this power.

This would allow very easily the county
commissioners and the city commis-
sioners to get into a fight over which
should have their way on whether the
area should be decontrolled or whether
it should continue under control.

The State legislature might decide that
they wanted to continue control for an
entire State against the wishes of the
city council. It would provide stretch-
ing of Federal authority a long, long way
and to give to non-Federal officers great
powers under Federal law. I believe it
could even pass Federal power to a board
of township governors under this amend-
ment.

I believe it is unconstitutional. The
authority of Congress to vote rent con-
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trol is for the reason of a national emer-
gency which Congress finds exists. This
great power to determine a national
emergency cannot be carelessly handed
over clear down through 10 or 12 eche-
lons of 1czal governing bodies, and thus
say that anyone of that group can de-
control any area by resolution.

Is there any standard? Is there any
consideration of the rights that these
groups have? Most of my city officials
in my State, and I believe most of the
county commissioners, have only well-
defined powers under State law, and I do
not know of any powers that they have
to construe or determine Federal law.
If you pass this on to them they have
only informal powers to meet around the
table some afternoon or evening and re-
solve that they are going to do away
with rent control in that particular area.
Yet you ask that the United States Con-
gress would without procedures, stand-
ards, or hearings pass over to local gov-
ernment units this sole right to make
the decision for us as to whether rent
controls are necessary or not.

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONRONEY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia.

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Would it not
be much better to vote against the bill
entirely, to have no national rent law?
Let the State legislatures of the States,
or the cities, decide if they want to be
under rent control and not us select
them. This cannot be enforced, because
you have so many jurisdictional
questions,

Mr. MONRONEY. I agree with the
gentleman, and you would have this con-
fusion of jurisdiction over who had the
right to decontrol.

I think under present law we have puf
the local control into this thing in a legal
and a constitutional way. I believe you
gentlemen know that these local, self-
governing bodies can appear at any time
before these juries of local citizens who
form these local boards, and recommend
decontrol if they so desire.

Cne point more. There are dozens of
areas under rent control that cover 5 or
10 counties, that cover 15 or 20 munici-
palities. When we pass this power on to
the subdivisions of local government, we
do not know who they will be, or who
will exercise this vast grant of power,
this right of determination over whether
or not rent control will be continued.

I ask you to vote down the amend-
ment.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike out the last word,
and rise in support of the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I have always been un-
der the impression that the best govern-
ment was that which was kept close to
the people. I am wondering what we
want to do here today. Do we want to
put in the hands of somebody in Wash-
ington encugh power that they can say
to these small communities, and I have
several in my district, “You cannot de-
control your area, whether you want to
or not”’? Are you afraid of the folks at
home?

The type of argument the gentleman
from Oklahoma and the gentieman from
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New York have made is the type of argu-
ment that leads to the totalitarian state,
that the Government knows best and you
must follow what the big Government
in Washington tells you to do.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I yield to
the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thank the gentle-
man for his remarks. May I say that
the purpose of this amendment is to
take the final authority out of the hands
of an appointed bureaucrat responsible
only to the person who appoints him and
place it in the hands of local, elected of-
ficials, responsible to the people who will
be affected by rent control?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I think the
gentleman is absolutely right. We must
remember that these boards in the dif-
ferent districts are appointed with the
approval of the rent director. They
have to have his approval. Sure, they
are recommended by the Governor, but
they are not appointed unless they have
the approval of the rent expediter. The
county officials and city officials are
elected by the folks back home,

I like the gentleman’s amendment. If
you do not adopt his amendment, I have
another one that will let the area be de-
controlled by a vote of the people. I
wonder what you would say about that?
Do you think the people back home ought
to have the right to vote, and let the
majority of them say, “We do not want
rent control”? What argument would
you make against that? Why, bureauc-
racy is nothing but representative gov-
ernment gone berserk. I think there is
a schizophrenia that has developed. A
dual personality. Bureaucracy thinks
nobody back home knows anything about
running their own business. It must be
done by all-powerful central govern-
ment—I maintain that is not always good
government.

Mr. KUNKEL, Mr, Chairman, wlpl the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I yield to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. KUNKEL. The local rent boards
at the present time are actually ap-
pointed by the Housing Expediter. The
Governor submits & list from which the
Housing Expediter has to choose, but the
Housing Expediter is the man who ac-
tually makes the appointment in the last
analysis.

Mr. GOSSETT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska.
the gentleman from Texas.

Mr, GOSSETT. May 1 observe that
the rent-control director often does not
pay any attention to the recommenda-
tions of the local boards. I know of one
board that urgently recommended de-
control, and he wholly ignored their
recommendation.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. That is
true. It has occurred a number of times.
I think the reason we have had very
few appeals to the courts is that you wear
the local people out. The local boards
that are appointed are just worn down
by the red tape and delay that you must
go through before you can possibly get

I yield to
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the decontrol. This amendment is sim-
ply a democratic procedure.

I say to you who are cpposing the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Mississippi that you are going to
build up a big bureaucracy here in
Washington that is going to grow bigger
and bigger, and as it grows bigger and
bigger it must grow and feed upon itself
to survive, and you and your people back
home will grow smaller and smaller. I
should like to see this thing placed right
back home in the laps of the people at
home. If you do not like the gentleman’s
amendment, under which the elected of-
ficials will have the final control over
rent control, then I am going to ask you
to vote for my amendment, under which
a majority of the people in the group
can vote for decontrol. I do not know
whether you will accept that or not. I
expect not.

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I yield to
the gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. COX. The difficulty in getting a
concession from the advocates of this
legislation that would amount to any-
thing in the way of relief to the pecple
is that back of the demand there is a
purpose to completely federalize the
whole subject of housing.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. The gen-
tleman is right, and it disturbs me no
end, because here it is some three and a
half years after the war and we say a
national emergency is still on. The
advocates of all-powerful bureaucracy
are afraid to let the people at home run
their own local business—just where are
we headed—a totalitarian state—an all-
powerful bureaucracy denying the rights
of free people to run their own affairs?
That is the road you travel if you reject
this amendment.

I admit that there may be some areas
where there is some need for rent control,
but I also feel there are a great many
areas where they do not need it and
where the local boards have even advised
that controls be taken off, but the Expe-
diter pays no attention to them. There-
fore, I am in favor of the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Missis-
sippi to let the city officials and county
officials and State officials say whether
rent control should be ended in a certain
area, I think that is democratic pro-
cedure and ought to be accepted with
open arms.

Mr. COX. What possible sane argu-
ment can be advanced against the pro-
posal to put this whole subject into the
hands of local people? In other words,
why be afraid of local control? Why be
afraid of self-determination on the part
of small or even large communities to
determine what they want?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. The gen-
tleman is absolutely correct.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr, Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the pro forma amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, when this amendment
was first shown to me by the distin-
guished gentleman from Mississippi, it
appealed to me very much. It appeared
to me to be a reasonable amendment and
possibly the most logical approach to the
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solution of this problem. But on think-
ing the matter over in connection with
the national emergency and other mat-
ters, I have changed my mind. I do not
believe that it is the right thing to do.
Witness these facts: One, we the Mem-
bers of Congress were elected when the
rent-control question was an issue. The
city council was not elected on that issue,
and neither was the city council or
county commissioners, and neither were
the members of the State legislatures,
except possibly in very few States. The
easiest thing for us to do would be to
pass this amendment and just pass the
buck and throw this troublesome problem
into the laps of people who do not know
anything about it. As to whether or not
that is the right thing to do, that, of
course, is a question for each individual
person to determine.

The gentleman from Texas [Mr.
GosserT] a while ago said that the local
board had made a recommendation that
a certain town be decontrolled, and the
Housing Expediter refused to decontrol
it. There is no reason in the world why
that town cannot go into the Emergency
Court of Appeals. The Emergency Court
of Appeals can decontrol that town or
city. It has been done in the past. It
was done in the case of Miami, Fla. It
does not cost anything. The Emergency
Court of Appeals will go to your town
and do it quickly. They will do it right
now. It will cost you nothing. You have
three United States district judges on
that court and in a very short time they
will pass on the question. If they say
that the town should be decontrolled, it
is decontrolled and the Housing Expe-
diter, notwithstanding the provision that
we have in this bill, cannot decontrol it
at all.

So I suggest that since this is an issue
which is national in scope and since the
city council has never given considera-
tion to this problem, would it be fair to
them to turn the problem over to them?
In addition to that, in the ordinary
county in Texas, I do not know how it is
in other counties in the United States,
we have four commissioners who com-
pose a commissioners’ court. If you have
one big city in that county, one of the
commissioners comes from the city and
the other three from the county, so those
four commissioners could get together
and decontrol the city, which was lo-
cated in that county. Very few legisla-
tures have had anything to do with this
problem, so why should we try to pass
the buck and throw it into the laps of
people who have never dealt with the
problem and who do not know anything
about it, who have never studied it and
who are not elected on that issue? I do
not think we should do it as nice as the
amendment appears to be and as logical
as it seems to be at first blush. I think
it would be a serious mistake for us to
put it into the bill.

The CHATIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan, Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike out the last 10
words.

Mr. Chairman, in the city of Detroit
there are two cities entirely contained
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within that city—two cities of substantial
size. Under the terms of this amend-
ment, if it were adopted, the Common
Council of the City of Detroit could de-
control or not. The common council of
one of the cities within the boundaries
of the city of Detroit could control or not,
opposite to the decision of the Common
Council of Detroit, and the common
council of the other city within the city
of Detroit could act independently still.
The board of supervisors of the county
could make still another decision. Idare
say the constables of one particular ward
conceivably could make their own de-
cision.

It is difficult enough to administer the
problems of rent control, but this is pil-
ing difficulty onto difficulty so that the
bill with the Williams amendment in it
reduces itself to an absurdity.

There is talk of handing this back to
the people. If the people wanted this
kind of an amendment, if the officers
of some city or some county or some State
legislature wanted this kind of amend-
ment, if the people of our community
wanted this kind of amendment, do you
not think that some one of them during
the lengthy hearings on this bill would
have come before the Committee on
Banking and Currency and said, “We
want the power to go to the townships to
decontrol rent control, we want the
power to go to the common councils of
the cities to decontrol rent control, or
we want the power to go to the State
legislature.”

‘While there were serious differences of
opinion on rent control generally, during
the lengthy hearings on this bill no citi-
zen—no local official—ever asked for the
provisions of the Williams amendment,
and no State official or private citizen
asked for such a thing. I am sure no-
bhody could make such a proposition and
}:eep a straight face because it is ridicu-

ous.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. I yield.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. In the
instance which the gentleman has cited
of Detroit, do those several councils have
uniform ordinances or resolutions on
other matters?

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. Answering
the gentleman, I want to point to the
absurdity that would result if, one side
of the same street, the same type of hous-
ing accommodations, had control, and
the opposite side of the street, on the
same block, had decontrol.

Mr. MULTER. My, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. I yield.

Mr. MULTER. Under this amend-
ment the State legislature might decon-
trol an entire State, despite the fact that
some cities need control, while under
the law as it exists you could decontrol
the area outside the city and the city
could still be under control. You would
not have the confusion under existing
law as you would get under this amend-
ment, whereby a large area could be de-
controlled when it should not be. Is
that not so?
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Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. I agree
with the gentleman. The possibilities of
confusion that would be created by this
amendment are almost infinite

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan has expired.

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, this would seem to me
to be a happy solution of this whole prob-
lem. It will leave Federal control sub-
ject of course to the rights, the autonomy
of the local people. Why should it not
be that way? Why should we have any
fear in our hearts about what the local
people are going to do?

Something has been said about the
local governing bodies not being elected
on this issue. Well, they soon would be
elected on this issue or would fail of
election on this issue if jurisdiction
should be conferred upon them to act.
They would be accountable to their own
people on this matter if they had power
to act. And if the people did not like
their actions, as to this matter, they
could vote them in or out as the case
might be. I think we may safely leave it
up to them to determine whether or not
it is necessary in the particular locality,
One of the Members here argued that
such an amendment would bring about
confusion. Unless I am misinformed
about this whole thing and am in error,
ne;v? units are decontrolled now, are they
no

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? ;

Mr. MORRIS. Notat this time. Ihave
the highest regard for the distinguished
gentleman from Texas, but I do not yield
at this time.

Mr. PATMAN. I merely wanted to
answer the gentleman’s question.

Mr. MORRIS. I am sorry, but I can-
not yield just now; if I have time later
I shall be pleased to yield.

Mr. Chairman, this gets back to the
proposition of keeping a thing that is
good for those who want it and permit-
ting those people who do not want it to
do away. with it; and why should not
they have that right? Yes, it seems to
me that it is a happy solution of the
whole thing. As I recall, this same
amendment went over in the last Con=-
gress; there is a slight change in if, but
substantially the same amendment,
known at that time as the Redden
amendment, passed the House. It was
taken out in conference or lost in the
shuffle somewhere along the line, but it
went over. I have the highest regard
for the chairman of this committee and
for the distinguished gentleman from
Texas who spoke against this proposed
amendment, and it is no pleasure on my
part to oppose them in the matter, but
as I observed once before in this House,
I observe again, Mr. Chairman: Cer-
tainly there is nothing sacrosanect about
the report of a committee in presenting
a bill to the House. I realize we ought
to give great weight to their suggestions;
they have studied the matter more care-
fullyordinarily than we have when we are
not on that particular committee, and
we should not lightly adopt an amend-
ment; I realize that. We should be
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cautious in adopting amendments on the
floor because quite often they are not
well considered, but that does not mean
they never are. I realize what the im-
pact of this amendment might be, but
this, to my mind, is clear and convincing,
and so far no one has offered any logic
or reason to dispel my feeling, that this
is a happy solution of the whole problem.

Mr, COX. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MORRIS. I yield.

Mr. COX. Is it not the gentleman's
feeling that the people of the home town,
whether small or large, are better able
to determine what is good for them than
is Washington?

Mr. MORRIS. Yes; it is.

Mr. COX. And that if they do not
want rent control which the advocates
of this bill admit to be a vicious and
wicked thing, a bureaucrat in Washing-
ton should not be empowered to impose
it upon them.

Mr. MORRIS. I appreciate the sug-
gestion of the gentleman from Georgia;
I think we can always rely upon our own
local home folks.

I now yield to my good friend, the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr.
ParmMan].

Mr. PATMAN. Is it not a fact there
would be a lot of confusion in cities like
my own and Bristol, Va., where half the
city is in one State and half in another,
where they have two city councils acting
for two separate cities. The one half
might be controlled and the other half
decontrolled; would not that create con-
fusion?

Mr. MORRIS. No; I do not think it
would because the local council of each
city or part of the city would know what
their people wanted. The question an-
swers itself.

Mr, MULTER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MORRIS. 1 yield.

Mr. MULTER. 1 do not see how you
would handle such a situation, say, as
the Oklahoma State Legislature saying,
“Let us decontrol,” but the city of Okla-
homa and its council saying, “We should
not decontrol.” What are you going to
do about that? How would you handle
that?

Mr. MORRIS. It would be handled
very easily. The State legislature, of
course, has power to make laws for the
entire State, and that law would be su-
preme unless there were something to the
contrary in the constitution.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Oklahoma has expired.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr, Chairman, I wish
to see if we can agree to a limitation
of debate on this amendment and all
amendments thereto.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Would the gentle-
man suggest a time?

Mr. SPFENCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
the pending amendment and all amend-
ments thereto close in 1 hour, the last 5
minutes to be reserved to the committee.

Mr. COLE of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
reserving the right to object, was the
request on the pending amendment and
all amendments thereto or on the sec-
tion?
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Mr. SPENCE. On the pending amend-
ment and all amendments thereto.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Kentucky?

There was no objection,

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the REcorbp.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana?

There was no objection,

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I think
the language of this amendment might
be somewhat improved. This can be done
in conference or by the Senate at a later
date. The purpose of the amendment is
something for which I have fought for
many years, local control of local affairs.

Since I first studied law in the State
university at Baton Rouge, La., I formed
the definite conviction that real estate
was something which should be controlled
by local laws. For instance, the form
of a deed, mortgage or other instrument
must conform to the laws of the State
wherein the land or realty is located.
Certain matters of proof and other in-
struments must likewise conform to local
laws in almost every State. Real estate
has been through the years considered,
perhaps more than any other type of
property, to be localized property. Itcan-
not be moved from place to place or taken
from State to State. It cannot be placed
in interstate commerce. It is immobil-
ized and is or should be controlled by local
laws and ordinances.

This amendment seeks to give more
local control over real estate. It seeks
to give the local people who are ac-
quainted with local conditions and local
needs the power to control or decontrol
rental property. It may be argued that
this will result in irregularity in enforce-
ment and in ceilings on rent. This may
occur, Mr. Chairman; I will not dispute
this position. It may result in one sec-
tion of the country paying higher rents
than in another section. But, Mr. Chair-
man, who can complain if this irregular-
ity occurs? It is the local people. If
some want rents which are somewhat
higher than other sections, and prefer
this to a rent-controlled economy, they
are the ones to be satisfied—not the bu-
reaucrats in Washington. Give the peo-
ple full voice to decide locally their own
problems;: and whether the decision be
right or wrong, they will be much better
satisfied.

I am confident the local people can
handle their own problems—even rent
control. I am confident that given the
full voice in this vexing matter, a better
administration and a better regulation
and control will come from State or local
levels. As for myself, I am perfectly will-
ing that the doctrine of “home rule” be
given a chance to operate.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Javirs].

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, I think
it ought to be clear what this amend-
ment seeks to do as contrasted with the
present law. Under present law you
have local option but do not have local
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license. In other words, the local board
can ask for decontrol. The Expediter
then passes on it. If he does not agree,
it goes to the court. At least that is what
it should continue to be under this law,
Mr. Chairman. Practically every argu-
ment that has been made in favor of the
pending amendment is an argument
against national rent contrel, rather
than in favor of this amendment—it is
an argument that the local communities
shall have local option as to whether
they want rent control or not, regardless
of national policy, need, or emergency.

In the big cities there may well be
population shifts should this amendment
pass. Within the city of greater Detroit,
for instance, as it has just been stated,
one segment of the cily may be decon-
trolled and other segments controlled.
The same may occur in country counties
contiguous to city counties.

There is a national housing shortage,
there is a national housing emergency,
and it is essential to have a regulating
authority at the national level. There
is local option in the law now but not to
the point of locgl license; the power is
in the Expediter who can look at the
whole national picture, but if he acts
improperly it is put up to the court.
The court is the final authority.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr.
GwinN].

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the time allot-
ted me be given to the gentleman from
New York, [Mr. GwINN].

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. GWINN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to
support the amendment of the gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. WiILLIAMS].
The Bureau of the Census by joint reso-
lution studied 34 metropolitan areas in
reference to housing. This is a consoli-
dated chart of those findings. I have 33
other charts of various metropolitan
areas if anyone wants to ask questions
about those areas.

This line reflects in proper scale the
1940 housing situation in those 34 big-
city areas. Families renting are shown
in green; families living in their own
houses are shown in red; doubled-up
families are shown in black. In 1940
there were 648,000 of them. That
doubling-up was regarded as normal. It
took in the servants, couples serving in
a family or relatives living in the house.
The census listed these as preferring to
live doubled-up rather than in other
space. Since there was in 1940 a 7-per-
cent vacancy that would have housed
all doubled-up families, we may treat
1940 doubling-up as entirely normal.

We had three classes of housing prop-
erty unutilized then. The same is true
now. First the wholly vacant houses
built and suitable for occupancy in blue
color. There is the red showing one-per-
son-owner occupancy. And the green
shows one-person-tenant occupancy.
Both are abnormal and uneconomic be-
cause they were all built for family
cccupancy.
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This long line is the 1947 picture.
This includes the new housing built from
1940 to 1947. This black space repre-
sents all doubling-up, the normal dou-
bling-up and the abnormal doubling-up,
due to the shortage of rental space.
Half of that black space is abnormal.

We then take that abnormal doubling
up black space and compare it with the
length of the line showing the space
available in the Nation into which the
doubled-up families could move. Here
in blue is the vacant space, good housing,
capable of being occupied, but taken off
the rental market and listed for sale.
The red shows property occupied by one
person who owns his own house or apart-
ment. He ought to have two or three
persons in this house because they are all
built for families and not for bachelors.
The green shows the number of houses
occupied and rented by one tenant. So,
the abnormal number of families doubled
up could move into this space if we could
get rid of rent control, The space vacant
or abnormally occupied would take care
of two or three times the number of
families needing space.* In some areas it
runs more than five times the require-
ments.

Mr. PERKINS. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. GWINN. I yield to the gentleman
from Kentucky.

Mr. PERKINS. Who prepared those
charts?

Mr. GWINN. These charts were pre-
pared by an engineer named Usher in
Chicago. They are absolutely according
to scale and according to the Bureau of
the Census figures.

Mr. PERKINS. My point is: Who had
those charts prepared?
© Mr. GWINN. They were prepared in
Chicago for representation of the hous-
ing situation today.

Mr. PEREKINS. Did the gentleman re-
quest the preparation of those charts?

Mr. GWINN. No; I just learned of
them yesterday when they were brought
to the Senate, and pending the Senate
hearings I asked that they be brought
over here so that I might present them
to the House today.

Mr. PEREKINS. What organization
sponsored the preparation of those
charts?

Mr. GWINN. I said that Mr. Usher,
an engineer, prepared them; a very re-
sponsible man in Chicago. I have
checked them and I can say that they
are correct.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that I may yield my
time to the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Gwinn].

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. GAMBLE. 1 believe the gentle-
man from New York has two or three
other charts on individual cities which
follow through on this matter. I wonder
if the gentleman would take the time to
explain those two charts. It is a most
unusual situation.
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Mr. GWINN. This is a very interest-
ing chart of Seattle. Here is the abnor-
mal or doubled-up population in Seattle.
That is half of this black area here. At
the same time Seattle has all of these
vacant dwelling units all built for family
occupation. It includes no old or un-
suitable housing, no hotel rooms. They
are complete family units, vacant, taken
off the rental market and up for sale.
Without rent control, this abnormal
doubling up could move into that vacant
space and still have plenty of space. In
Seattle this area shows the number of
houses now occupied by one person,
either a surviving wife or husband or
uncle or aunt that is still living in that
space which they own. This great line
of green here shows the one-person oc-
cupancy of rented property. So there
is five or six times more space than is
needed in Seattle that would be immedi-
ately available if we could get rid of
rent control and operate a free economy.
These are census figures.

Wilkes-Barre is even more interesting.
Wilkes-Barre showed a falling off in pop-
ulation of 15 percent, but in spite of the
reduction in population in Wilkes-Barre
by 15 percent which left an abnormal in-
crease in vacancies you still have this
same old abnormal doubling up. The
people who own rental property in
Wilkes-Barre are doing exactly what
they are doing everywhere else, taking
their property off the rental market.
They are vacant. People want to sell, to
quit their business because Government
forces a loss upon them. Here is the
space, a tremendous space, occupied by
single persons who own their places.
Here is the space rented by single per-
sons all because of rent control. The
absurd consequences of rent control
shutting people out of ample housing is
demonstrated in every area examined.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Hays].

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I
want to be fair in this thing, but if we
stop to think at all, I do not see how this
amendment could possibly work in my
State or in any State where we have so
many political subdivisions. As I un-
derstood the wording of the amendment,
any political subdivision could decon-
trol. ¥You would have simply a situation
of hopeless confusion. Would the coun-
ty commissioners, who are not essentially
a legislative body in Ohio but are mem-
bers of a political subdivision, have the
power to decontrol? I think they would.
The township trustees wouid have the
power to decontrol, as would the village
and city councils, and we have many
villages and cities within two townships.
Suppose the township trustees in one
township decontrolled and the other
township did not; who would have the
jurisdiction, the city council, or the
township trustees of the township that
decontrolled, or the township trustees of
the one that did not, or could the county
commissioners step in and take jurisdic-
tion?

I think this amendment if adopted
would just tie this law into a mass of
organized confusion and litigation, and
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in effect there would not be any rent
control. I have confidence in local offi-
cials and local governments, but if you
are going to give any kind of power to
local governments you certainly are go-
ing to have to define and make some
distinctions. You cannot just hand them
out and let the chips fall where they
may, with nobody knowing who has the
power to do what. I submit to you that
this amendment would simply confuse
the issue in my State until we will not
have any rent control and the whole
matter will wind up in endless litigation
in the courts.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. I yield.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think the gentle-
man’s argument is nothing but water
coloring. He knows that a city is with-
in a county and a county is within a
State. If a city decontrols it applies to
the city. If the county decontrols it
applies to the county; and if the State
decontrols, it likewise applies to the
State.

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Not necessarily
under the wording of this amendment.
The amendment is poorly drawn and de-
fines nothing to show who has final au-
thority. Neither does it show where con-
trol rests in subdivisions within two or
more other subdivisions.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
gizesi. the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.

ox].

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, out of this
discussion arises the question which I
desire to propound to my brethren: Are
you afraid of the people who sent you
here? Do you trust them to make a right
determination of a matter that affects
them in a local sort of way?

Mr. Chairman, a vote for this amend-
ment is to answer “Yes.” A vote against
the amendment is to answer “No.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr,
CRAWFORD].

Mr. FELLOWS. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield.

Mr. FELLOWS. Mr Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that my time may be
allotted to the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr, CRAWFORD],

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Maine?

There was no objection.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I
wish to ask the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. BucHANAN], a member of
the committee, a question, if he is on the
floor. Or perhaps the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. PATMAN], can answer the
question which has to do with local con-
trol. The question is, Does the local ex-
pediter have the power to absolutely se-
lect the local control board and put the
board into operation?

Mr. PATMAN. Under an amendment
put in the law, the last law that was
passed, the governor of each State sub-
mits his recommendation to the Hous-
ing Expediter. I think the Housing Ex-
pediter has the power to select from
that list.
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IMr. CRAWFORD. Does the Housing
Expediter have the power to refuse to
select board members from the list of
narmes submitted by the governor?

Mr, PATMAN. I am notin a position
to answer that.

Mr, CRAWFORD. May I ask the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WoL-
corr], that question? Does the Expe-
diter have the power to refuse to ap-
point from lists of names submitted by
the governors?

Mr. WOLCOTT. The law says he
shall appoint a board from the recom-
mendations by the governor. If the
governor fails to give him a list of nomi-
nees, then the Expediter on his own ini-
tiative can set up a board.

Mr. CRAWFORD. The Expediter can
create a local board outside of the rec-
ommendations of the governor?

Mr. WOLCOTT. He can, if the gov-
ernor refuses or fails to act.

Mr. CRAWFORD. What is the situa-
tion if, after the governor has sub-
mitted the list of names to the Expediter,
he refuses to appoint anyone to that
list?

Mr. PATMAN., Mr, Chairman, may I
answer that question?

Mr. CRAWFORD,. Just a moment. I
gave the gentleman a chance to answer
a question, but he did not seem to know
the answer. May I ask the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. WoLcorr] that
question?

Mr. WOLCOTT. I assume that he
would communicate with the governor
and ask for the resubmission of names.
But if the list was representative, then
he would have to name the board from
the list. Is that not right?

Mr. PATMAN. I believe that is right.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Suppose the gov-
ernor has a request from. the Expediter
to submit a new list, and then the gov-
ernor refuses to do so, then what can the
Expediter do?

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the list is repre-
sentative, he has to name the board from
the list submitted by the governor.

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is, the Expe-
diter does?

Mr. WOLCOTT. That is right.

Mr. CRAWFORD, But if the gover-
nor refuses to submit another list on the
assumption by the governor that his
previous list was representative, then
what can the Expediter do?

Mr. WOLCOTT. It is getting pretty
technical and involved.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I know it is getting
technical, and that is the reason I want
to develop the matter here at this time.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do not think there
is any provision for a determination by
the Expediter as to whether or not the
list is representative. If the governor
complies with the law and submits a
list, it is presumed to be a representative
list, and the Expediter has no alterna-
tive but to name from that list. If he
has cbjection to the list, as I said, he
probably would communicate with the
governor and azk him to submit new
names, but if the governor refused to
do so, then he would be bound by the
original list, if it were representative,
under the law.
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Mr. CRAWFORD. Are there any
cases before the committee where the
Expediter has refused to select names
Ifrom the list submitted by the governor?

Mr. WOLCOTT. There might have
been some.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the gentleman
from New York [Mr. GAMBLE] answer
that, please?

Mr. GAMBLE. My understanding is
that in certain cases he has refused.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I think you will
find that under the present set-up there
is no local control of material conse-
quence and which is sufficiently effective
to meet public necessity and convenience.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Craw-
FORD] has eXpired.

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Pace] is recognized for 2 minutes.

Mr. RIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. Pace]l may have the 2
minutes allotted to me, :

The CHAIRMANMN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. PacEl is recognized
for 4 minutes. ;

Mr. PACE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a
little time here. This is my first request
this session; and I fake time now only
because I believe it important to ac-
knowledge and approve the remarks
made here last Friday by the majority
leader, Mr. McCORMACK.

He said then that the continuance of
rent control is essentially an urban or
city problem and he appealed to members
serving rural districts to view it from that

angle. He then reminded us that in the .

days to come we must bring here for
your consideration, legislation relating
to the rural or agricultural sections of the
country, and which will be important to
the standard of living and economie wel-
fare of those who till the soil.

He urged that those Members par-
ticularly concerned with problems re-
lating to agriculture give to the problems
of our great cities the same degree of
sympathy and understanding that we
want and expect of those who seek to
serve here the urban or city areas.

Certainly, Mr. Chairman, if we sin-
cerely seek to protect and preserve the
welfare of all sections and all greups, if
we would build and maintain one great
Nation, prosperous and united, if we
would do unto others as we would that
they do unto us, we must give our most
sympathetic consideration to this appeal
by our majority leader.

It is only a little while before we must
bring here legislation of the most urgent
necessity to the farmers of the Naticn.
I would not want the Members from the
city districts to view our farm problems
without sympathy or to cast their votes
on a purely selfish basis.

I am sure, then, that those of us who
serve farm districts will not be wanting
in sympathy and understanding of the
problems faced today by those who serve
our great city districts.

I am sure we will not be unmindful of
the facl that it is these millions in our
great cities who provide the market for
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our farm commodities, and that we serve
best the interests of the farmers when
we seek to protect the economic welfare
and a good standard of living for those
who consume the products of the farm.
There is a dependence of one upon the
other—there is a community of interest
which calls upon our most sympathetic
consideration of the problems of each.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Georgia has expired.

The gentleman from California [Mr.
HoririerLn] is recognized.

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I
wish to compliment the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Pacel on the 4-minute
speech which he has just made. It is a
timely reminder to some of the Members
of this House whose preblems are agri-
cultural, that we in the cities have prob-
lems, too. I call the attention of my
friends in the agricultural districts to
the many times when Members from the
cities, such as myself, have gone through
the tellers and have gone down on the
roll call in favor of agricultural policies
when we could well have voted the other
way. From a selfish standpoint, every
penny that is taken out of the wage earn-
ers’ pockets in the cities for increased
rentals, is taken away from his purchas-
ing power of the things that are produced
in the factories and in the fields of this
Nation.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOLIFIELD. No; I have only 2
minutes; I regret that I cannot yield.

Every decrease in the purchasing pow-
er of the individual wage earner, which
is limited mostly in the cities of the Na-
tion, removes from his abilty to purchase
the food that goes on his table. That is
why we are fighting so desperately
against this last break in the dike of
inflation; it is so that these wage earners
who are the consuming buyers in the
cities can go ahead and live decently,
and in order to live decently they have
to be able to buy food.

There is an old saying that “The
parents have eaten sour grapes and the
children’s teeth are set on edge.” We
are faced foday, in the consideration of
the rent-control bill, with an attempt to
correct an almost impossibly complicated
situation. The sins of omission and
commission of the Seventy-ninth and
Eightieth Congresses have had their
effect on today's impossible situation.

Rent control was just part of the at-
tempt to prevent the tide of inflation
from engulfing the common people of the
United States. When the Seventy-ninth
Congress and the Eightieth Congress
wrecked price control almost in toto,
they caused the inflation to occur, which
has now risen to the point of danger to
our economic structure. The Seventy-
ninth Congress started the job of wreck-
ing price control and laid the foundation
for the present inflation when they de-
stroyed the effectiveness of price control:
Pirst, by denying adequate appropria-
tions for administrating and enforcing
it; second, by the adoption of crippling
amendments which made effective price
control almost impossible. The Eightieth
Congress was more direct in its action
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and its purposes; it deliberately repealed
many of the inflationary controls. It
also reduced appropriations for adminis-
tration of the remaining controls to the
point where it was impossible to properly
administer the weak laws which re-
mained.

Many of us who have had business ex-
perience realized in the latter part of
1945, 1946, and 1947 that, while the war
was over, the economic maladjustments
which were caused by the war were still
facing the American people. We realized
the necessity of orderly transition to a
normal peacetime economy. We fought
to preserve controls over short supplies
and we fought for adequate funds to
properly administer and enforce such
laws as remained pertaining to price
control and the fight against inflation,
We were unsuccessful. The slogan of the
inflationists, “The war is over” and
“Back to normalcy” was a popular one,
and our voices crying against the de-
struction of wartime controls until peace-
time normal conditions had been at-
tained were voices crying in the wilder=
ness.

Practically every control over short
supplies in our economy has been re-
moved. In practically every incidence
we have seen inflationary rises in prices,
which have now reached, in my opinion,
their peak.

Prices on the necessities of life have
risen to a point that a virtual buyer’s br
consumer’s strike is beginning through-
out the Nation. Inventories on the mer-
chants’ shelves are at an all-time high.
Statistics on retail sales are beginning to

 show a decrease. Soft-goods manufac-
turers are beginning to curtail produc-
tion. They are beginning to work short
workweeks. They are beginning to dis-
charge their employees. Unemployment
is growing throughout the Nation. Once
again the vicious circle of boom and
bust seems to be approaching.

The average consumer has had a de-
crease in take-home wages. Although
he has received a few cents in hourly
wage increases in the last 2 or 3 years,
the decreased purchasing power of the
dollar has taken care of his monetary
wage increases. Short workweeks and
lack of overtime have decreased his take-
home wages, and inflationary prices have
decreased his consuming power. The last
remaining defense against further de-
creases in the consuming power of the
wage earner stands before us today in
the form of the last remaining control
law—the rent-control law. The millions
of wage earners, already hard pressed by
inflationary living costs and decreased
take-home pay, are now facing a further
blow if rent controls are removed. In my
opinion, this last blow at the consuming
power of America’s working millions may
be the straw which breaks the camel’s
back. It may be the last factor which
will throw us into an economic tail spin.

Drastically increased rent can mean
only one thing at this time. I{ means
a larger slice out of the take-home pay
of the workers who are the renters in
America. If a larger slice is devoted to
rent purposes, then there will be less re-
maining to expend for the goods which
are produced in the factories and fields
of America.
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© A lessened consuming power is inevi-
tably reflected in curtailed production.
Curtailed production means unemploy-
ment. Unemployment means depression.

Let me sound a note of warning before
this last defense in consuming power is
swept away. If we can at this time pass
a reasonable rent-control bill, if we can,
at the proper time, appropriate enough
money for fair and equitable administra-
tion, for the correction of the maladjust-
ment in the administration of rent con-
trol, of which we are ail aware and which
we all deplore, I say again: If we can
pass a strengthened rent-contrel bill
which will provide some protection for
the consuming power of America, and
at the same time provide for fair and
reasonable adjustment to the landlord
who is entitled to protection, we may halt
the debacle. We may temporarily pre-
vent what I believe will be an inevita-
ble depression with all its fearful con-
seguences.

A year ago today I stood on the floor
of the House and condemned the rent-
control bill of the Eightieth Congress. I
predicted that the condition of chaos,
which has occurred, would occur, be-
cause I knew that the bill was not an
extension of rent control in the proper
sense, but it was a weakening of the
previous rent-control law by the amend-
ments and provisions which had been
provided for in the 1948 bill, and that
it would create the present condition of
chaos throughout the rental areas of
America.

I voted against the 1948 rent-control
extension bill because it was, in my opin-
ion, a “political” bill; it was a dishonest
bill. I hope that I will be able to vote
for the bill which is to be presented to
us today. I believe that it has been
strengthened in some respects, I am
apprehensive that there may not be
enough funds appropriated to correct the
maladjustments which now exist, or to
review the inequities which I know exist
at the present time.

The bill which we have before us, how-
ever, is a stronger bill than the 1848 bill.
It does provide for some greater degree
of protection to the renters, than was
provided for by the Eightieth Congress
bill, and it does provide for reasonable
returns to the landlord, which in my
opinion, they are entitled to.

In my opinion the Williams amend-
ment to restore the determination for
decontrol of rent areas to local political
subdivisions is not only administra-
tively unworkable but unconstitutional.
Rent-control legislation rests upon the
Supreme Court declaration of a national
emergency. National legislation such as
the rent-control bill is the only justifiable
way o handle a national emergency.

It is my hope that the Senate will re-
move this amendment when their rent
legislation is under consideration.

‘We are faced therefore with the prac-
tical problem of having to accept a bill
which is far from ideal.

In the hope that the bill will be im-
proved as it moves through the further
legislative steps of Senate consideration
and conference agreement, I must sup-
port the unsatisfactory measure now be-
fore us. I shall, therefore, reluctantly
vote for the hill, in the hope that there
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will be adequate appropriations voted for
effective administration, enforcement,
and improvement by Senate and confer-
ence change.

I reserve the right to vote against the
measure when it returns from confer=-
ence, if such improvement does not occur.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from California has expired.

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr,
Conel is recognized.

Mr. COLE of Kansas. Mr, Chairman,
I rise in support of this amendment. I
introduced a similar amendment in the
House committee, but I wish to take this
time to reply to two statemenis which
have been made here on the floor in con-
nection with loeal control. The first
statement is that there having been only
14 local-board recommendations for de=
control was evidence of the fact that
the local areas did not want decontrol,
I want to point out to you, however,
some of the things that the local board
must do in order to secure decontrol, I
made this statement in my original
speech the other day but I want to call
it to your attention again. Just remem-
ber that these local boards are voluntary
boards of citizens working without pay.

First, They must put down the esti-
mated population of the principal cities
in the rental area.

Second. They must put down the an-
ticipated increases or decreases in popu-
lation.

Third. They must find out what the -
general trend of employment was during
the past 6 months.

Fourth. They must put down the an-
ticipated changes in total employment
in the next 90 days, Think of the size
of this task for instance, in the city of
Chicago.

Fifth. They must make a list of all the
students in the entire rental area. There
may be many colleges, but they have to
find out who the students are living with,
whether they are living with their par-
ents, with a wife, or with other members
of their family.

Sixth. They have to find out approxi-
mately the number of families and in-
dividuals seeking housing accommoda-
tions in the area.

Seventh. They have to find out the
extent of rent decreases, if any, during
the past 6 months, and they have to
specify just what those decreases have
been and the various types of property
in which they have occurred,

Eighth. They would have to put down
the prospective trends in rent if rent
control should be removed.

Ninth. They have to list all habitable,
nonseasonal dwellings, of the class or
classes affected by the recommendation,
wal'lﬂch are now vacant and offered for
sale.

A local board might have a little diffi-
culty in doing that. I think now it is
probably better understood why we have
not had many local-board recommenda-
tions for decontrol.

Then I want to reply to the argument
with reference to the fact that the Hous-
ing Expediter can make a better survey
of the situation than the local boards.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Kansas has expired.
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The gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
MicreENER] is recognized.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr., Chairman, I
shall support this amendment. I have,
earlier in the debate, expressed my views
on this bill as reported by the committee.

Mr. Chairman, the merits and demerits
of rent control as administered since the
enactment of the original law have been
ably presented through long hours of de-
bate here on the floor of the House.

Our own country has gone through
these years of experience; however, rent
control is not so new in Europe. In
France, rent control was invoked years
ago. In France this innovation has had
an opportunity to demonstrate success
or failure, I have been much interested
in an article in the February issue of
the Reader’s Digest and, pursuant to the
permission granted to me by the House,
I am calling the attention of the mem-
bership to that article, written by Ber-
trand de Jouvenel, noted French econo-
mist, and which reads as follows:

NO VACANCIES

A dollar a month pays a wage earner’s rent
in Paris; quarters adequate for a family of
six cost §2 (equivalent to 11 packages of the
cheapest cigarettes). Middle-class - apart-
ments of three or four main rooms frequently
cost from $1.50 to §2.60 per month. Impor-
tant officials or executives pay from $3.50 a
month to §8 or §10 a month.

This may seem a desirable state of affairs,
but there are draw-backs. There are no va-
cant lodgings, nor is anyone going to vacate,
nor can the owners expel anyone. Young
couples must live with in-laws. Practically
no housing has been built for the last 12

years.

_ The only opportunity to get quarters is to
watch for deaths. Tottering old people sun-
ning themselves in public gardens are
shadowed back to their flat by an eager
young wife who strikes a bargain with the
conclerge to be first in at the death. Other
apartment chasers have an understanding
with funeral parlors.

There are two ways of obtalning an apart-
ment made available by death. Legally, if
you fulfill certain conditions which give you
priority, you may obtain an order of requisi-
tion, but usually you find that the same order
for the same apartment has been given to
two or three other applicants. The illegal
method is the surest—an arrangement with
the heir that some pleces of your furniture
be carried in immediately upon death of the
tenant. As soon as you are in you are the
king of the castle.

Buying one’s way into an apartment will
cost anywhere from $500 to $1,500 per room.
Wage earners might as well give up hope of
setting up house; they have to stay with their
families or live in miserable hotels.

Paris has 84,000 buildings for habitation,
almost 90 percent of them built before
World War I. Even a very lenient officialdom
estimates that 16,000 are in such disrepair
that they should be pulled down. Nor are
the others altogether satisfacory; 82 perent
of Parisians have no bath, more than half
must go out of their lodgings to find a lava-
tory and a fifth do not even have running
water. Little more than one in six of the
existing buildings is pronounced in good
condition by the public inspectors.

Owners are not financlally able to keep
up their buildings, let alone improve them.
To take an example of a very common situa-
tion, there is a woman who owns three build-
ings containing 84 apartments, all inhabited
by middle-class families. Her net loss from
the 34 apartments, after taxes and repairs,
is 880 per year. Not only must her son take
care of her, but he must also pay out the $80.
Bhe cannot sell; there are no buyers.
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When the owner tries to milk a little net
income from his property by cutting down
the repairs, he runs great risks. One land-
lord postponed repairs on his roofs and rain
filtering into an apartment spoiled a couple
of armchairs. He was sued for damages and
condemned to pay a sum amounting to three
years of the tenant’s paltry rent. Since 1914,
rents at the most have multiplied 6.8 times,
while taxes have multiplied 13.2 times, and
repairs cost from 120 to 150 times the 1914
price.

An outsider may be tempted to think that
only an incredible amount of folly can have
led us to this condition. But it is not so.
We got there by easy, almost unnoticed
stages, elipping down on the gentle slope of
rent control, And this was not the work of
the Reds but of succeeding governments,
most of which were considered rather con-
servative.

The story starts with World War I. It then
seemed humane and reasonable to stabilize
housing costs while the boys were in the
Army or working for victory. So existing
rentals were frozen. It was also reasonable
to avoid disturbances at the end of the war
lest the veterans' homecoming be spoiled by
evictions and rent increases. Thus prewar
situations hardened into rights. The owner
lost—temporarily, of course—the disposition
of his property.

When the sifuation was reviewed in 19286,
retail prices had trebled, and it was plain
that lifting controls would bring huge rent
increases. The legislators shrank from this
crisis and decided to confirm the tenant's
right to stay in possession but to ralse rents
slightly. A new owner-tenant relationship
thus took shape. The owner was powerless
either to evict the tenant or to discuss the
rent with him. The State took care of the
price which rose slowly, while regulation was
extended to bring in flats not previously
regulated. Only bulildings put up since 1915
were left unregulated, this to stimulate con-
struction.

No systematic view inspired this policy. It
just grew from the fear of a sudden return
to liberty which seemed ever more dangerous
as prices stepped up. And, of course, if one
must control the price of rent, one could not
allow the owner to dismiss tenants, because
in that case he might so easily have stipu-
lated secretly with the new tenants.

As rent-control lawmaking continued—no
single subject has taken up so much of the
time and energy of Parliament—the real In-
come from buildings crumbled from year to
year. Then came World War II. The return
to liberty which had been devised for 1043
was, of course, abandoned, and all rents were
frozen, including those of recent buildings
which had till then escaped.

Since the liberation, new laws have pro-
vided for increases in rents, but retail prices
increased much more. To put it briefly,
owners of new bulldings (built since 1914)
have been allowed, In terms of real income,
less than a tenth of what they got before
World War II. Owners of old buildings, that
is, nine-tenths of all bulldings, have been
allowed in terms of real income either 12
percent of what they got in 1939 or a little
less than 7 percent of what they got in 1914—
whichever is less.

If today a builder were to put up apart-
ments, they would have to rent for prices
from 10 to 13 times present rent ceilings, in
order to break even. Thus, according to a
report of the Economic Council, & wage
earner’s apartment of three small rooms and
a kitchen now renting for $13 to $16 a year
would have to be rented for $166 to $200 a
year. Obviously, construction will not be
undertaken. * * *

Such Is the spread between the legal and
the economic price of lodgings that even the
most fervent advocates of freedom shudder
at the thought of its return; the thing, they
say, has gone too far, and the right to dis-
miss tenants, if restored, could not be exe-
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cuted. The whole Nation of tenant. would
go on a sit-down strike.

Hence the strange plans now being con-
sidered by the French Parliament, which
would continue the tenant's right to retain
his lodgings but would set a fair rent, part
to come from the tenant and the rest from a
special subsidy—an inflationary measure, of
course, as are all subsidies.

Not all this fair rent would go to the own-
er, A slice to correspond with the cost of
the upkeep would be paid to his credit in &
blocked account, to make sure it did go for
repairs. A much bigger slice for the recon-
stitution of the capital would not go to the
owner at all but to a national fund for build-
ing. Thus the dispossession of the owners
would be finally sanctioned; they would be
legally turned into the janitors of their own
buildings, while on the basis of their dis-
possession a new state ownership of future
buildings would rear its proud head.

The French example may prove of some
interest and use to our friends across the
sea. It goes to show that rent control is
seli-perpetuating and culminates in both
the physical ruin of housing and the legal
dispossession of the owners. The havoe
wrought in France is not the work of the
enemy but is the result of our own measures.

Mr. Chairman, does the United States
want to follow in the footsteps of France
s0 far as housing is concerned? The
enactment of this bill without amend-
ment is a direct step toward that which
France is now experiencing. Rent con-
trol does not produce more homes for our
people. It produces less. If autocratic,
discriminatory rent control is continued
long enough, there will be no privately
owned housing for rent. It necessarily
follows that the Government must then
provide homes for everyone, if the peo-
ple are to have housing. When this hap-
pens socialism will reign supreme in the
housing field.

Mr. Chairman, do we want that?
Certainly not.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. Forp] is recognized.

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, if rent
control is necessary, I think this is a de-
sirable amendment.

A few moments ago the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. PATMAN], made the ob-
servation that this amendment would
produce absurdities in that we would
have certain units within a county or
State controlled and others, maybe just
across the street, decontrolled. If that
is true, I say there are under the present
law comparable absurdities. I can best
illustrate that by my own district. In
the Fifth District of Michigan we have
two counties. During the active part of
the war, both counties were under rent
control. Some time during 1945 or 1946,
the Housing Expediter decontrolled one
county. As a result we can walk across
a county line and be in a deconfrolled
area. If we stay in the other county we
have control., That condition may be
absurd. In fact, I believe it is, but we
will not amplify or enlarge such unfor-
tunate situations under the present
amendment. All such absurdities result
from patchwork rent control, including
all rent-control legislation since VJ-day.

I would like to say one thing about
the previous comments of the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. Corel. The local
boards under the present law and this
bill are not able to do a 100-percent job
through no fault of thelr cwn. These



2532

men and women are local civic-minded
individuals who serve without pay. Be-
cause they have personal responsibilities
and obligations they are not able to un-
dertake the immense job required of
them, as a board, to find out whether
or not rent control should be continued
in their local area. The locally elected
officials, whether they be State legisla=
tors or city commissioners, have a re-
sponsibility because the people have put
them in office; they are paid for the job.
They are familiar with local conditions.
They can undertake a determination
whether or not there should be a con-
tinuation of rent control in their local
area.

Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope that
the pending amendment is adopted.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from California [Mr.
JACKSON].

Mr. JACEKSON of California. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in very strong support
of the pending amendment, although in
all frankness I must say, of course, that
I am opposed to the principle of Federal
rent control. However, an amendment
of this sort which seeks to place again in
the hands of the people of this country
and at the grass-roots level the matter
of determination of the necessity or the
absence of the necessity for continuing
rent control does seem to me to represent
the kind of action that is essential if Fed-
eral rent control is to be continued.

Much has been said about the chaos
that would result if this amendment were
adopted, but, Mr. Chairman, I can think
of nothing in this great country that
matches the chaos presently obtaining in
most of the local boards. It is one of
those things where if you intend to go
down to a board to seek a small increase,
you had best put up the storm shutters
in the middle of the summer, stop the
milk and all of the newspapers, and put
the children out with some relatives be-
cause you are not going to be back for
a long time to come. So, as far as chaos
is concerned, I do not think it is fair to
speak of the two types of chaos in the
same breath.

Where are the local governments defi-
cient? They are not deficient in provid-
ing adequate police and fire protection.
They are not inadequate in assessing and
collecting taxes. They are not inade-
quate in their legislative structures nor
in the judicial powers vested in them. To
my mind, the subdivisions of government
are much more adequate and they are
much better equipped to determine
whether or not in their particular local-
ity a need exists for continued Federal
rent control.

Mr. Chairman, I shall support the
pending amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Washington
[Mr. MITCHELL].

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent that the time al-
Iotted me be given to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. PATMAN].

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
‘Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr. PATMAN., Mr. Chairman, two
questions come up at this time that
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should cause us some concern. No. 1:
Local officials are charged with certain
duties and responsibilities by city char-
ter. This will not be one of their duties.
Local commissioners of the counties are
charged with certain duties and respon-
sibilities by State law. This cannot be
one of their duties. They would not have
to carry it out if they did not want to.
State legislators have their duties de-
fined by the constitution of their State
or by the laws enacted by their legisla-
ture. This question of enforcing rent
control or removing rent control is not a
part of their duties, and they will cer-
tainly not be required to carry it out.

Furthermore, I doubt that the Con-
gress will be doing a very good public-
relations job if it puts upon the backs of
these local officials the duty and respon-
sibility which they cannot legally assume
under the definition of their duties under
State laws and city charters. We are
just placing the duty on them which they
do not want. It is possible they will re-
sent it, not only the city officials but the
county officials and the State legislature
as well. It is possible they might even
accuse the Congress, having this problem
for a number of years, of lacking in
courage, in failing to carry it on in peace-
time as well as in time of war, and that
criticism might become a rather potent
criticism. For those reasons I think that
we should be very careful about placing
duties and burdens and responsibilities
upon people who cannot be compelled to
pay any attention to them or to observe
them.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Mississippi
[Mr. CoLMER].

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Chairman, if there
is one thing the patriotic, sound-thinking
people of America are concerned about
more than any one other thing, it is the
ever-increasing tendency toward cen-
tralization of government here in Wash-
ington. We have an opportunity here
under the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiL-
11ams] to place this matter right back
home upon a local self-government basis,
home rule, if you please. I hope I will
not hear so much about this bureaucracy
from some of these people who claim
that they believe in home rule and keep-
ing the Government close to the people
and at the same time vote against this
amendment.

The proponents of this legislation
contend that this amendment is unwork-
able. They argued the same thing about
the Brown amendment when they were
before the Committee on Rules seeking
a rule to bring this bill to the floor of
the House, but, when they found that
they needed the Brown amendment in
order to make this bill more palpable,
they agreed to the Brown amendment
upon the floor.

I think this pending amendment could
be improved upon. I recognize the dif-
ficulty of administration, as pointed out
here on the floor of the House in the
question of a conflict between a munic-
ipality and a county; but this is a simple
matter which can be worked out in con-
ference between the two bodies, should
the Senate see fit to pass a bill.

MARrcH 15

It is rather difficult to reconcile the
views of some of those opposing this
amendment with their asserted opinions
on other matters of States’ rights and
local self-government. Certainly they
should vote for this amendment or cease
prating about States’ rights.

On the general question of rent con-
trol, however, Mr. Chairman, it is my
considered opinion that we should re-
move this wartime control. That it was
justified during the war is unquestion-
able, but the war has heen over for four
years. I venture the assertion that if
this legislation is continued this year
this bureaucracy will find ample and
plausible argument and justification for
its continuing many more years.

These Government agencies are hu-
man beings, just like you and I. They
can never find a good time to abolish
an agency or their jobs. With the asser-
tion that it will work a hardship in some
cases I find no fault; but, on the other
hand, the same argument could be made
for controls in all other phases of our
economy. To my mind, the argument
for the continuing of this confrol is in
line with the arguments advanced for all
other forms of the regimentation of our
people, the socialization of America.
Somewhere along the line we must call
a halt on this. So far as I am concerned,
regardless of what course others may
pursue, I shall vote against giving further
life to this unnecessary agency; but, if
it is to be continued, with the enormous
expense to the already overburdened
taxpayers of this country, I should prefer
to have it upon an optional, self-govern-
ing basis, as provided in this amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. BUCHANAN],

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman,
there is more involved in this bill and
this amendment than meets the naked
eye. This is the real test, the first test,
as to whether we shall continue in an
orderly manner to decontrol in an order-
1y fashion or whether we shall return to
a fashion of chaos and imponderables.

Can you conceive of a situation in
some 48 States, in thousands of local
communities where a tight housing situ-
ation still exists, where more than 2,000,-
000 young people, young newly created
families, who are living doubled up,
where in the greater portion of these
families are veterans and their wives?
They are predominantly young people
starting out in married life, rearing a
family. He has since his discharge from
the service faced the economic situation
and the cold reality of having been
squeezed in the inflation. If this situ-
ation were to prevail, I am sure there
would be no uniformity, there would be
confusion and chaos. I ask that you re-
tain the commiitee amendment and vote
this, the so-called Williams amendment,
down.,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
O’BRrIEN].

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. Mr. Chair-
man, the text of this amendment as I
read it in the ConcrREssIONAL RECORD of
yesterday stated that the power of de-
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control shall be vested in a resolution
by the State legislature or by any county,
municipality or political subdivision. It
does not use the words, “an act” of a
State legislature, which would include
action by the governor, who is the chief
officer of the State, with State-wide re-
sponsibility, including both rural and
urban populations. It does not say, “an
act of the legislature.” The text of this
amendment says a resolution of the
legislature, which has no constitutional
effect to override a resolution of any of
the other bodies named.

The gentleman who followed me in
debate said that this confusion between
governmental subdivisions would be
cured because the act of the legislature
would take precedence over every politi-
cal subdivision. Under the text of this
amendment decontrol does not lodge in
an act of the legislature which would
include the governor, but it lodges in a
resolution of the State legislature or po-
litical subdivision, or county, or muniei-
pality which excludes the governor.
Under the text of the bill which the com-
mittee has brought in, the governor
is granted power of decontrol through
appointments to rent-control boards
which he initiates.

Mr. EEOGH. Mr. Chairman, from the
point of view of any tenant residing in
the city of New York it would be far bet-
ter for the Congress to pass no Rent Con-
trol Act rather than to pass one that has
been unduly weakened by crippling
amendments. We should rely upon the
information given by the local officials.
The great mayor of the city of New York,
Gen., William O'’Dwyer, appeared before
the Banking Committee of the other
body and there presented his experienced
views. He has drawn also from the ex-
perience of the able counsel of the New
York City Rent Commission, the Honor-
able Nathan W. Math, with whom it has
been and is my pleasure to work closely in
the matter of solving such pressing prob-
lems as that which confronts our great
city in the matter of the housing short-
age. The present act should not be
weakened but should rather be strength-
ened. Provisions should be made to af-
ford the tenant an opportunity to be
heard on any notice of application for in-
crease. Present practice, apparently,
gives to the tenant only notice of such ap-
plication which is generally followed by
what is locally known as the laundry
ticket which is a notice of increase
granted under the hardship provision.
The inclusion in the law of such a hard-
ship provision removes the need for any
so-called reasonable return provision and
rather than impede the administration of
the act with the tremendous detail that
will be involved in applying any such rea-
sonable-return provision we might bet-
ter consider strengthening such admin-
istration so as to afford the tenants an
opportunity to be heard on any applica-
tion for increase made by the landlord.
This procedure not only will prevent
hardship and insure reasonable return to
the landlord but will strengthen the pop-
ular support of this measure which is
now and will continue to be needed until
the number of dwelling units begins to
meet the great demand. The insuring
of the foregoing is, in my opinion, neces-
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sary before any bill presented might
properly be described as a Rent Control
Act, and I hope that the committee and
the House will act upon these sugges-
tions.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from California
[Mr. WERDEL].

Mr. WERDEL. Mr. Chairman, I be-
lieve we are all agreed that so far as we
attempt to exercise rent control author-
ity, we must depend upon a finding by us,
supportable by the Supreme Courf, that
there is a national emergency. I believe
we are also agreed that in saying that
there is an emergency we mean it is
temporary and that the time will come
when we will have to decontrol. It seems
to me that gentlemen in opposition to
this amendment have entirely failed to
establish that there is now presently ex-
isting a national emergency. Rather
they have shown that from 1,700 rent-
control areas, the requirement has de-
creased until now they admit there are
only 500 such areas, one-fifth of which
are border-line areas. If seems to me, as
a new Member, that if we are going to go
through a period of decontrol we can ask
for no better proposition than that
offered by this amendment because it
guarantees to the people in the country,
who want rent control, supervision by an
experienced agency and still grants them
the right to have local legislatures de-
clare whether or not the people of that
area believe rent control is presently nec-
essary. I say again it is incumbent upon
us when we vote on this amendment to
determine whether there presently exists
a national emergency. Rather, what has
been doubtfully shown in my opinion is
presently existing local emergencies.
The function has become a local problem
under our Constitution. I therefore rec-
ommend that we adopt the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Missis-
sippi [Mr. WiLLiams]1,

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, WERDEL. I yield.

Mr. JENNINGS. What did these gen-
tlemen who made the deal here to do
away with decontrol in certain favored
regions of the country do? What did
they do with chaos and confusion when
they made that deal?

Mr. WERDEL. The gentleman as-
sumes that I admit there was a deal
made. I do not know whether there has
been or not. I do know that all of you
gentlemen understand as well as I that
men in public office, whether they be
local or national, are inclined to want
to perpetuate themselves in office.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WERDEL. I yield.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I hope the
majority leader, when he speaks, will
give us the list of communities to be
decontrolled.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr.
MULTER].

Mr, MULTER. Mr. Chairman, I am
going to take just a moment to again in-
dicate to the Members of the House that
there is no mysterious list of areas that
are likely to be decontrolled in the near
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future. I said on the floor of the House
last week that if any Member wanted the
information as to what those areas were
or any details as to any part of the ap-
proximately 100 areas, all he had to do
was to lift up the telephone and ask the
Expediter for the information and he
would get it. As a matter of fact, on
Friday the entire list was released to the
newspapers. This morning I asked the
Expediter’s office for a copy of the list.
It was made available to me as it will be
made available to any man who sincerely
and in good faith asks for the informa-
tion.

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MULTER. I yield.

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman indi-
cates he has so much good faith, will the
gentleman be faithful enough to extend
his remarks at this point in the REcorp
and include the list so we can have it?

Mr. MULTER. May I have unanimous
consent to extend the list at this point
in the REcorp, Mr, Chairman?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairman of
the Committee of the Whole is not em-
powered to give that consent. It must
be obtained in the House.

Mr. MULTER. If any Member of the
House wants to see the list, I have it
here, and he can have the use of it. If
you want one of your own, you can ask
the Expediter for it and he will give it
to you.

Now, a word as to this amendment.

This amendment will confuse and con-
found the entire situation. As has been
said before, if you do not want rent
control, at the right moment stand up
and vote against it, but do not emascu-
late the bill with an amendment like
this. There are any number of areas
in this country where the legislatures of
the States have concurrent jurisdiction
with the local municipalities. By this
amendment a State may eliminate rent
control even where one of its municipali-
ties needs it.

If the State takes it away from that
municipality, there is no way of putting
it back if this amendment should prevail.
Under the bill, as presented by the com-
mittee, there is ample provision for de-
controlling areas, large or small, as well
as parts of areas.

The amendment should be defeated.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York [Mr. MuLTER]
has expired. :

There are two other names that the
Chair has called. The gentleman from
Texas [Mr. THoMPsON].

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I
made no request for time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCorMACK]
is recognized for 2 minutes.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the balance of
the time allowed to the committee be
given to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Eentucky?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCormack] is
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recognized for five additional minutes, or
a total of 7 minutes.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman,
the amendment ofiered by the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLiams] has
many apparent weaknesses. I say this,
recognizing that my friend is offering
the amendment with the finest of mo-
tives. Anything I say is in no way to be
remotely construed as questioning the
motives of my good friend.

If this amendment is adopted we have
an anomalous situation on the part of
political subdivisions, from the State
down, having an alternative position to
one that is already in the bill. We now
have local boards appointed by the gov-
ernors. They can make recommenda-
tions. That is written into the law.
These boards cover rental areas. A
rental area may cover anywhere from
2 to 10 counties. It may cover several
municipalities, as well as some adjoining
rural area. However, they have author-
ity and jurisdiction within their powers,
over the entire rental area that they are
appointed as a board to function in.

Under this bill they continue to exist
and they continue their powers. If they
make recommendations for recontrol in
whole or in part and they can function
effectively for decontrol in whole or in
part, if it is disapproved by the Expediter,
then they can go to the emergency
court of sappeal. That right exXists
under the law as it stands now, and it
will exist under the law if this bill, with
that provision therein, is finally enacted
into law.

Certainly there should not be both
propositions. To my mind, the one that
already exists is the soundest way to meet
the considerations of decontrol prob-
lems. Let us examine the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Missis-
sippi [Mr. WimLiamsl. “If the legisla-
ture or comparable governing body- of
any State.” What is a comparable gov-
erning body in any State comparable to
the legislature? I know of none. What
body exists in any State of the Union
comparable to the legislative body of any
one of the several States? What com-
parable body exists in the Federal Gov-
ernment to the Congress of the United
States? That means legislative. The
legislature or any comparable governing
body of a State is one thing, but suppose
it descends to any municipality, or
county, or other political subdivision; in
addition to the boards provided for by
existing law in this bill they will have
the right by resolution to bring about
decontrol. Suppose, as in the case of
Detroit, so ably described by the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. O’Brien], there
are three cities, for all practical pur-
poses, embraced in one rental area; if
the governing body of one of those cities
passes a resolution for decontrol what
effect will it ‘have upon the others?
What effect will it have upon the rental
area? Take the case of an area of two
or more counties—some of them as high
as 10 counties I understand for some
rental areas; does this mean the entire
10 counties in the rental area? Does it
mean that there must be a majority of
them? Or does it mean that any one
county within the rental area that in-
cludes several counties can act independ-
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ently of the others or of the duly elected
officials of the other counties?

What is a resolution? We have con-
current resolutions in the Congress; we
have joint resolutions; one has to be
signed by the President, the President
can veto it, and to make it effective we
have to pass it over his veto as provided
by the Constitution; the other does not
have to be signed by the President but
has the force of law when passed by
both hranches of the Congress. We.have
therefore two types of resolutions here
from a legislative angle in the legislative
processes of the Congress itself. What is
a reselution in a State? Does a resolu-
tion call for action on the part of the
Governor? Some resolutions do not;
some resolutions may. Does the gentle-
man from Mississippi want to exclude
the governor of a commonwealth from
considering this aquestion? And yet
under this resolution in some States the
governor may be excluded, and in some
States the governor may not be ex-
cluded. What about a municipality?
Under the local charter of a municipality
a resolution might be the action of a
city council, if that is the name of the
body, and might not require the signa-
ture or approval of the mayor. In the
city of Boston, under the city charter,
unless the mayor approves it, the action
of the city council does not become ef-
fective. There is no necessity of the
mayor because the city charter of Bos-
ton was drafted by a Republican legis-
lature along the lines of a corporation
and not a public agency of the peopie.

The net result of the effect of this
amendment, if adopted, will be to create
such confusion that the very purposes
of this legislation will be defeated. For
the reasons I have expressed, recognizing
the honesty of my friend’s motive, I hope
the amendment will be defeated.

The CHAIRMAN. All time has ex-
pired. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. WiLLiams].

The question was taken; and the Chair
being in doubt, the Committee divided
and there were—ayes 191, noes 148.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair-
man appointed as tellers Mr. WiLLiams
and Mr. PATMAN,

The Committee again divided; and
the tellers reporied that there were—
ayes 198, noes 150.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. COLE of Kansas, Mr, Chairman,
I offer en amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CoLE of Kansas:
On page 31, strike out lines 11 to 25, inclu-
sive; on page 32, lines 1 to 25, inclusive; and
lines 1 to 8, inclusive, on page 33.

Mr, COLE of Kansas. Mr, Chairman,
this is another perfecting amendment.
‘This in effect returns the bill t» the pres-
ent law, as it is now, with respect to
appeals from thz orders of the Housing
Expediter concerning local board deci-
sions. The present law provides that if
the Housing Expediter does not approve
a recommendation of the local board
within 30 days after the receipt of it he
shall file with the Emergency Court of
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Appeals the papers, and the appeal is
perfected immediately. Under the pro-
posed bill if the Housing Expediter fails
either to approve or disapprove, the local
board may file a complaint with the
Emergency Court of Appeals. This
amendment is not too critical or too
important, but it does point out definitely
what was meant by those people who
said that they were trying to strengthen
rent control. In other words, instead of
requiring an appeal or requiring the
Housing Expediter to definitely file
the appeal with the Emergency Court of
Appeals, it now leaves it with the loeal
board.

You know after all the greatest sta-
tistics are public opinion, and public
opinion has been displayed here this
afternoon in the attitude of the House
toward rent control. I want to read to
you what appeared in our committee in
the hearings in the form of a news col-
umn by Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt. This
news column sppeared in the Washing-
ton Daily News of Thursday, February
17, 1949, She said:

Judging from the letters I have been get-
ting from owners of real estate, there is a
widespread feeling in this country that the
present law under which rents are controlled
is not fair to the owner. This would seem
to indleate that from the point of view of
the owner it is essential that we have a
complete review of rent controls that are to
be imposed. It is only falr that property
owners get a reasonable return on the money
invested.

Now, that is one person’s idea.

I want to give you another group of
statistics. In 1940 there were 16,000,000
rental units in the United States. In
1948 there were only 15,000,000 rental
units, and during the time between 1946
and 1948 there were 2,500,000 housing
units constructed. So instead of rent
control providing new and additional
units, rent control is restricting and con-
tracting rental units. I want to leave
one other figure with you. Twenty-two
percent to 24 percent of the income of all
families was used for rent prior to rent
control. All families now pay about 12
percent of their budget for rent. The
point I am making is that now is not the
time to impose greater restrictions. Now
is the time to loosen it. Now is the time
to think about decontrol when condi-
tions are such that we do not know where
we are going in the economic picture.
Now is the time to loosen rent control.
So I have offered this amendment along
with the others in order that we return
this bill to the present law with reference
to appeals. That the Housing Expediter
shall file with the Emergency Court of
Appeals any order or regulation he may
make with respect to the lccal board’s
recommendation instead of permitting
the local board, if they so desire, to file.

One reason why that should be done
is in discussing recontrol of decontrolled
areas you will recall that it was said the
Housing Expediter might not recontrol
an area which had been decontrolled by
order of the court of appeals. He may
recontrol any area which had been de-
controlled by the local board. Under the
law as proposed by this bill every local
board must appeal whether they are sat-
isfied or not in order to prevent the
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Housing Expediter from recontrolling
that area which had been decontrolled.
So I urge the adoption of this amend-
ment.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on this
section and all amendments thereto
close in 5 minutes.

Mr. COLE of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I object., I have other amendments to
offer.

Mr., SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on this
section and all amendments thereto close
in 15 minutes.

Mr. COLE of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
reserving the right to object, would the
chairman amend his request to apply to
this amendment and not to this section?

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, how
many amendments are at the Clerk’s
desk?

Mr. COLE of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I have two amendments that are not at
the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. There are four
amendments at the Clerk’s desk.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that debate on this
section and all amendments thereto close
in 40 minutes which would give 10
minutes to each amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Kentucky?

Mr. COLE of Eansas. Reserving the
right to object, how many amendments
are there at the desk?

The CHAIRMAN. There are four
amendments at the desk.

Mr. COLE of Kansas. I have two
others, Mr. Chairman, I am constrained
to object. I do object.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I move
that all debate on this section, and all
amendments thereto, close in 50 minutes.

Mr. KEEFE., Mr. Chairman, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. EEEFE. The gentleman's motion
relates to this section. Is that section
203 or 204?

The CHAIRMAN. Section 203.

The question is on the motion offered
by the gentleman from EKentucky [Mr,
SPENCE].

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, this is another one of
those innocent, perfecting amendments
that seeks to do no more than destroy
the bill, .

There was very little said by the gentle-
man from Kansas who offered the amend-
ment to explain it. He did give you a
lot of statistics that he says apply to the
over-all situation of rent control. Let me
in answer to that direct your attention
to this very vital statistic: This is made
much of by the real properiy owners of
the country. The statement is attributed
to the chairman of the Construction In-
dustry Information Committee of the
building industry of the country. He
says that there are nearly 7,000,000 more
nonfarm home owners in the United
States than before the war, an increase
of 60 percent.
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Then he quotes from the Bureau of
the Census to the effect that in April
1948 there were 17,025,000 nonfarm
dwellings occupied by their owners, com-
pared with only 11,000,000 in 1940. The
number has increased by almost a mil-
lion and a quarter in 1948.

Those who are opposed to rent con-
trol, because they contend it is stopping
construction and not giving the tenant
a chance to get a home of his own, are
Very wrong.

Now, with reference to this particular
amendment: This amendment will strike
out of the law a provision which requires
the Housing Expediter to file his record
with the Emergency Court of Appeals
so that it may be reviewed in the event
the Expediter has disagreed with a local
board, either by disapproving or by fail-
ing to approve its recommendations for
either a general increase in the area or
decontrol in the area. This provision as
it is in the bill, and as it will remain in
the bill if you vote down this amendment,
will permit the local board to file its com=-
plaint with the Emergency Court of Ap-
peals and there get a complete and ex-
peditious review of the local board’s
recommendation.

I urge you to vote down the amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. CoLE].

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment, which is on the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. JaviTs: On page
28, line 22, strike out the period after the
word *title'" and insert a semicolon and the
following: “Provided, however, That the land-
lord certifies that he s maintaining all serv-
ices furnished on the maximum rent date,
and that he will continue to maintain such
services so long as the adjustment in such
maximum rent which may be granted, con-
tinues in effect.”

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment which I have proposed fol-
lows that part of the hill which relates
to adjustments for purposes of removing
hardships and inequities.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JAVITS. Iyield to the gentleman
from Kentucky.

Mr. SPENCE. I have no objection to
the amendment.

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, I am
glad to hear that the chairman of the
committee has no objection to the
amendment. It is a very just one. I
should like to explain it very briefly, if
I may. y

The purpose of the amendment, Mr.
Chairman, is to provide that where a
landlord gets relief from the Expediter
due to a hardship or an inequity that at
the same time he shall agree that he will
perform for the tenants all the services,
such as periodic painting and decoration,
faithfully and honestly that he did per-
form for them on the date that maxi-
mum rents were established, and that it
shall not then be necessary for the ten-
ants to go to the Expediter’s office to com-
pel the landlord to perform those services,
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It seems just elemental fairness that
when a landlord comes into court he
should, as we lawyers say, come into court
with clean hands and say he is fully pre-
pared to do all that he is called upon to
do by virtue of the laws and regulations
as a condition for his getting the relief
which he now seeks from the Expediter.
That is the only thing this proviso does.
I think it is eminently fair. It responds
to a very factual need.

Many landlords in my area and other -
areas of the country have gotten relief
under the hardship and inequity pro-
vision, but with some landlords the ten=
ants, in order to get their apartments
looked after in accordance with the regu-
lations and the law, have had to start
new proceedings before the Expediter.
That has done two things: First, it has
put on the tenants a very real burden
which they should not necessarily have to
carry; and, second it has given the Ex-
pediter’s office a great deal of added
work,

I should like to point out, too, the fair-
ness of this amendment when considered
in terms of the Expediter's regulations
which provide that where money is spent
for painting and decoration, plumbing,
repairs, these expenses may be included
in the application for the rent increase
under the hardship and inequity provi-
sion, as amended. It seems only fair
that the whole of the issues, both for the
landlord and tenant should be cared for
at one and the same time. It can be
done by this amendment, to which the
chairman of the legislative committee
has stated he has no objection.

I hope the Committee will see fit to
adopt the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from New York.

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. Cast of South
Dakota) there were—ayes 105, noes 24,

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. EEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I have heard all of the
debate on this rent-control proposal. In
previous sessions of the Congress I have
supported rent control.

There are some questions that arise
in my mind today that I would like to
call your attention to and I would like to
get one or two answers from those in
charge of this bill.

First, is the District of Columbia in-
cluded within the coverage of this bill?

Mr. BUCHANAN. The answer is “No.”

Mr. KEEFE. Then we as a legislature
have to legislate for the District of Co-
lumbia and adopt a separate rent-con-
trol law for the District of Columbia.
That is true, is it not?

Mr. RUCHANAN. Imay say in answer
to the gentleman's question——

Mr. EEEFE. 1 do not want any long
answer. The gentleman can answer
“Yes” or “No.” I want it for the record,
that is all. I know what the answer is
myself, I am not that dumb, but I want
it for the record.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does the gentleman
want an answer?

Mr. KEEFE. What I stated is true, is
it not? If the gentleman can say “No,”
say so.
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Mr. BOUCHANAN. The District Com-
mittee has recommended a rent-control
bill and it was to be presented this week,
but will be presented later.

Mr. KEEFE. We understand that.
They have recommended a District rent-
control bill, of course, and we have a Dis-
trict rent-control bill in the District of
Columbia that has its own separate pro-
visions recommended to this Congress
by the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, not the Committee on Banking
and Currency. Now, when they recom-
mend that bill to the Congress and we as
Members of Congress pass on that bill,
we are acting exactly as a State legisla-
ture would act for any State.

The chairman of this committee has
talked about a national pattern and that
we must continue to have a national pat-
tern, otherwise we would have chaos and
confusion. That is what he said. The
fact of the matter is we have a national
pattern but it does not apply to the
Distriect of Columbia hecause we have
seen fit to enact separate, specific legis-
lation, for the District of Columbia.

Why is it, may I ask, that we thus leg-
islate? I will answer that, because I
have discussed it with the members of
the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia and with people connected with
the Government of the Distriet of Co-
lumbia. We have a model rent-control
law in the District of Columbia. We
have a magnificent administration of
that law. The people here do not want
to come under this general pattern. The
people of the District of Columbia want
their own rent-control law and we as
the legislature for the District of Co-
lumbia zive it to them in the shape of a
special piece of legislation.

Now, then, I am asking you of faint
heart what is wrong with permitting my
State and the legislature of my State to
do for the people of Wisconsin exactly
what we are doing for the people of the
District of Columbia?

We have a rent-control law in my
State. The legislature is in session.
They are waiting out there now to find
out what you propose to do in this mat-
ter. We can handle the situation in my
State and you can do it in yours, just as
we as legislators for the District of Co-
lumbia are doing it for the people of the
District of Columbia.

I am astounded that some people of
intelligence cannot see that particular
point. The fact of the matter is the
Distriet rent-control law is going to ex-
pire on March 31. The next day on
which District of Columbia business may
be considered is March 28.

What are you going to do about it?
What are you going to do about rent
control under this great national pattern
for the District of Columbia, may I ask?
Where are all these crocodile tears that
are being shed for the people in Chicago
and Pittsburgh and New York and Los
Angeles? What are you going to do to
protect the people in the District of
Columbia, may I ask? You will not be
able to do it in the 2 days and get that
bill through the House and the Senate
and make it law. There will not be any
confusion if we turn this whole problem
to the States; and if the legislature of
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any State enacts State rent control,
then the Federal act will not apply.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired.

Mr. COLE of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I offer an amendment,.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, CoLE of Eansas:
Page 29, strlke out lines 1 to 23, inclusive,
and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“(2) In any case in which a landlord and
tenant, on or before December 31, 1847, in
accordance with the provisions of this sub-
section as then in effect, voluntarily entered
into a valid written lease in good faith with
respect to any housing accommodations, such
housing accommodations shall not be sub-
ject to any maximum rent established or
maintained under the provisions of this title.

“(3) In any case in which a landlord and
tenant (including any new tenant) on or be-
fore December 31, 1948, voluntarily enter into
a valid written lease in good faith (at any
rental agreed upon in the lease, but not in
excess of 15 percent over the maximum rent
which in the absence of a lease would be in
effect with respect thereto on the date of
enactment of the Housing and Rent Act of
1948) with respect to any housing accommo-
dations for which a maximum rent is in effect
under this section, and such lease takes ef-
fect on or after the effective date of the Hous-
ing and Rent Act of 1948 and expires on or
after December 31, 1949, and if a true and
duly executed copy of such lease is filed,
within 15 days after the date of execution of
such lease, with the Housing Expediter, such
housing accommodations shall not be subject
to any maximum rent established or main-
talned under the provisions of this title.”

Mr. COLE of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
you will recall that with the Housing
Act of 1947, and the act of 1948, this
Congress provided for voluntary-lease
agreements which might be signed by
the landlord and the tenant. Those
lease agreements provided that they
might run for 1 year with a maximum
increase in rental of not to exceed 15
percent. The present proposed law re-
peals that section and does not permit
the landlord and the tenant to enter
into these voluntary agreements. I is
my idea, again, to call this to the at-
tention of the House in order that you
might know in what fashion we are
strengthening rent control instead of
loosening it. It may seem to some of
you that my efforts here are a little fu-
tile, but I want to remind you that two
amendments which I proposed to the
committee have been adopted in this
bill, so I do not feel so bad about it.
Nevertheless, I think this is an impor-
tant amendment. Itisan amendment by
which this Congress may present to the
people of this country a proposition that
alandlord and a tenant, as friends, might
sit down together and determine how
they might get together and agree upon
a proper rental. The proposed law elim-
inates these leases and recontrols those
units which this Congress promised
wo%ld be decontrolled under the law of
1947,

Mr, Woods, in testifying before our
committee, said that the voluntary-lease
agreement was not necessary. He said
it was based upon an assumption that
rent control would be terminated, and
gave the tenants the right to bargain
for security with their landlords. He
sald that under the proposed law we
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would have 2 years of rent control, and
in parentheses I say that it is quite pos-
sible we will have a permanent rent con-
trol if we continue it for 15 months or
2 years; but he said that we are con-
tinuing rent control for 2 years and,
therefore, we do not need the present
voluntary provision.

I believe it would be a healthy and
proper thing if we permit the landlord
and tenant to once again assume the
relationship of neighbors, that they can
agree one with the other that they might
have a proper rental, that the landlord
can go to the tenant and say, “I have
had increased costs. I want to redeco-
rate the apartment. I want to do this
for you.” The tenant then would have
the opportunity to sign a lease and secure
advantage of these benefits.

So again I offer a perfecting amend-
ment, and suggest that we return the
bill to the present law insofar as prac-
ticable.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, this
would decontrol about 2,500,000 units
and would weaken the rent-control law
very materially. I hope it will not be
adopted.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. CoLE].

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. CoLE of Kan-
sas) there were—ayes 55, noes 102.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. YATES. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment, :

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. YATES: On page
29, line 11, after “any housing accommoda-

tions” insert “including housing accommo-
dations in hotels.”

Mr. YATES. Mr. Chairman, the pur-
pose of this amendment is to clarify
an ambiguity in the act which exists at
the present time and to afford relief to a
large class of tenants now unfairly dis-
criminated against. In view of the atti-
tude and sentiment of the House as ex-
pressed in this last vote, I think this
amendment is particularly appropriate.

Under the so-called Rains amendment
which was adopted last week the provi-
sions of section 201 (a) (1) of this act
are as they were in the old rent-control
law, to the effect that any accommoda-
tions in hotels are not subject to control.
My amendment would place controls
upon and protect hotel tenants who in
good faith signed leases with their land-
lords. Many of us conducted our fight
last week to retain controls on perma-
nent housing accommodations in resi-
dential hotels and permanent accommo-
dations in other hotels. We believe they
should be controlled. My amendment is
not directed to transient hotels or tran-
sient accommodations of any type. It is
not directed to resort hotels. It is
not directed even to semitransient ac-
commodations under any circumstances.
This amendment is directed only to the
return of controls to accommodations for
which tenants entered into leases, leases
which usually have extended from Au-
gust of 1947 until December of 1948, un-
der the terms of which in exchange for a
15-percent rent increase the tenant was
given a lease. The Rains amendment re-
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moves confrols from the accommoda-
tions even of these permarent tenants
and works a distinet hardship upon
them. The people affected by the
amendment, the tenants of apartment
hotels, are not different from people
living in other quarters. It is a miscon-
ception to assert that only the rich live
in these hotels. Stenographers, school
teachers, retired civil servants, pen-
sioners, comprise the bulk of residential
hotel tenants, They can afford rent in-
creases no more than any other member
of the middle class and they should be
given the protection of the rent law.

Why should these people be singled
out? Why should their accommoda-
tions be singled out? They pay for extra
service now, even for services which they
do not receive. Linen service is infre-
quent, ‘bellboys have been discharged,
their quarters are in disrepair—they must
remain because they have no place to
move.

The point I should like to make is that
the accommodations in these hotels are
no different than accommodations in
other permanent accommodations for
which leases were given. Permanent ac-
commodations in hotels are the same as
accommodations in apartment buildings.
They should be controlled. My amend-
ment will clarify the act and will place
permanent hotel quarters on a par with
all other types of accommodations for
which leases were entered into.

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. YATES. I yield.

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. Would the
gentieman explain exactly what this pro-
posed amendment does? Does it nullify
what the House did a few days ago in
removing the decontrol provision for resi-
dential hotels?

Mr., YATES. It does not nullify the
action of the House of a few days ago,
except for permanent accommodations in
hotels, The action of the House of a few
days ago, looked to the decontrol of all
accommodations within hotels, without
drawing any distinction between residen-
tial hotels, semitransient hotels, and
transient hotels. I understood the in-
tention of that amendment to be directed
against living quarters of a purely trans-
sient type and not dedicated to the type
of accommodations which were per-
manent in their nature.

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. The so-
called Rains amendment adopted by the
commitiee on Friday left the law exactly
as it is now written.

Mr. YATES. That is correct.

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. Does this
proposal change that situation any?

Mr. YATES. This proposal changes
that situation only in one respect. It
changes it only with respect to permanent
accommodations for which a lease was
given.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. YATES. I yield.

Mr. WOLCOTT. There were no leases
of the accommodations which had been
controlled under the language of the
Housing and Rent Act of 1947 and 1948.
The action taken by the committee last
week will restore the language in respect
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to hotels to what it is at the present time,
If the gentleman will look under defini-
tions he will find housing accommoda-
tions defined and it does not include
those accommodations in hotels which
are giving ordinary hotel services. It
does not make any difference whether a
lease was entered into in respect to ac-
commodations in any kind of a hotel
which gave those services because they
are not under the bill anyway. I think if
we adopted your amendment, we would
merely add to the confusion as to what
our intent was with respect to hotels.

Mr, YATES. That is not true. If the
gentleman will read section 3, on page
29, he will find:

In any case in which a valid written lease
with respect to any housing accommeodations
was entered into and filed in accordance with
the provisions of this subsection (b) as then
in eflect, and such lease has heretofore
terminated or expired or hereafter terminates
or expires, such housing accommodations
ehall be subject to the provisions of this title,

What my amendment does is to extend
to permanent accommodations of hotels
the same rights for comparable tenants
as is accorded to tenants who are not liv-
ing in apartment-hotels, who live in ac-
commodations now recognized as requir-
ing control, such as ordinary apartment
buildings.

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the gentleman will
look at section 202 of the existing law, he
will find the definition of a housing ac-
commodation and controlled housing
accommodations., The housing accom-
modations referred to in this section do

not include those accommodations in,

hotels where the hotel services are given
so the Expediter or anyone else would not
have any interest in leases on those
accommodations except——

Mr. YATES. Except—if the gentle-
man will permit me, if he will read the
proposed section 3 on page 29, he will see
that this section applies to any housing
accommodation where there has been a
lease, and it makes no reference to con-
trolled housing accommodations or any
other kind of accommodations. That is
why I say that the law in this respect is
now ambiguous. I think it should in-
clude permanent housing accommoda-
tions in hotels as well.

Mr. WOLCOTT. The term “housing
accommodation” is defined in the act.
Any housing accommodation cannot re-
fer to anything but the housing accom-
modation referred to in the act.

Mr. YATES. That is correct. That
is why I think this section is ambiguous
and that my amendment will do much to
clear up the ambiguity and at the same
time afford relief where relief is needed—
to tenants of permanent accommoda-
tions in residential hotels.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. YaTes] has
expired.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak out of order and revise and
extend my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr, HoFFMAN] ?

There was no objection.
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THREE MINUTES ON THE MARSHALL PLAN
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.

Chairman, in the 3 minutes permitted,

I will attempt to give my view on the

continuation of the Marshall plan.

Under it, we gave billions upon billions
of dollars in an effort to stop communism
and geft the western countries of Europe
back on their feet.

The theory was that, by the building
up of the industries of western Europe,
furnishing seed and fertilizer, people in
those countries who were in need of food,
of clothing, of housing, and of all of the
things that folks must have if they are
to be happy, contented, and prosperous—
those countries would eventually become
a barrier against any aggression planned
by Russia.

Unfortunately, as some of us predicted,
much of the billions of dollars advanced
by this Government was wasted.

Instead of the United States handling
the money and insisting that the people
be fed, clothed, and housed—seed, tools,
and fertilizer furnished the farmers; in-
stead of rebuilding the industries of those
countries, we turned the money over in
Jump sums to foreign governments and
they, in turn, let altogether too much of
it get into the hands of racketeers,
profiteers, black-market operators.

Again, instead of building up indus-
tries in western Germany, we let France
and Great Britain dismantle those in-
dustries, take out the machinery, and
move it to other places. We permitted
Russia to do the same thing in eastern
Germany.

However, with our aid, some of the
peoples of western Europe are getting
back on their feet and we should help
them all we can.

But now, instead of continuing to use
our dollars to restore their factories and
to help them to help themselves, there is
substantial evidence that the plan, and
the money appropriated, are being used
to furnish a market in Europe for Ameri-
can products.

There are many indications that, as
prices here recede and evidence of un-
employment develops, efforts will be made
to appropriate billions more, ostensibly
to continue to fight Communists, to pro-
vide a barrier against Russia, but, in
reality, to supply the funds to purchase
farm surplus and the products of our
factories, and ship them abroad.

In short, to make Europe a dumping
ground for all sorts of surplus as created
by the payment of subsidies, for the ben-
efit of certain American interests and in
violation of the over-all purpose of the
Marshall plan.

Putting it in a different way, there is
evidence that Mr. Truman and his ad-
ministration, faced with the results of
excessive taxation, excessive spending,
and fearing that there may be a depres-
sion and unemployment here, are now
endeavoring to lift themselves out of the
mess by their own bootstraps—that is, by
taxing Americans, giving the money to
other nations, with a promise from them
that they will spend it for American

Scm'nds fine, but there is no real merit
in it.

That program should not be, for there
is no more sense to that idea than there
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would be for you, if you were a store-
keeper or a farmer, to give me a hun-
dred dollars on my promise to buy what
you had to sell. You would get your
money back, but you would be giving
away your goods instead of selling me
something.

With the right kind of help, the Ger-
mans and the peoples of other lands willl
be back on their feet, but under no ecir-
cumstances should we establish a world-
wide WPA.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the re-
mainder of my time,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. YATES],

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. FERNANDEZ., Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I distinctly remember
the dire predictions which were made
as to what would happen when we voted
to terminate OPA and bprice control.
When price control ended, prices zoomed
up. Last fall the voters, and I included,
were wondering if we had made a mis-
take, but prices leveled off and we know
now that it was no mistake. If we termi-
nate control, rents will go up, and neces-
sarily so, because there are people who
are being forced to rent their properties
for less than the cost of operation and
upkeep. Of course, there will be some
suffering, but I have faith in the ability
and the industry of the American peo-
ple to work themselves out of any diffi-
culty if given half a chance,.

I sincerely regret that I cannot go
along with the leadership of my party
on this bill. But this raises a funda-
mental issue and I would not be true
to myself if I did not vote my convic-
tions. I do not believe in the confisca-
tion of the property of one class of citi-
zens in peacetime to serve—or to pro-
tect, if you please—another class of
citizens, no matter how desirable, If the
Eightieth Congress deserves the title of
being the worst in history, it is because
the majority Members who were then in
control did not have the courage to end
rent control when they had the power.

If you extend this bill now for 15
months, you might just as well extend
it for another 2 years, because at the
end of the 15 months, just before the
1950 primaries, you will vote to extend it
again or the voters who are benefiting
by this arrangement will cut your throats
at the election.

I would like to read excerpts from a
little article I read some weeks ago en-
titled “Equality Before the Law?":

EQUALITY BEFORE THE LAW?

What we call Americanism is based on the
precept that all citizens stand equal before
the law, equal In rights and equal in re-
sponesibilities,

Are we drifting away—or being led away—
from this important, fundamental concept?

We will look at two cltizens—any two citi-
zens, from anywhere. These two citizens
have worked hard, achieved a competency
and made investments which they hope will
bring them security. One invests in a farm
and becomes a farmer; the other invests in
houses, or an apartment house, and becomes
a landlord. Both are prepared to serve the
public in an honorable way, one with food,
the other with shelter, They stand equal
before the law.
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But right here an incredible thing happens.
The Government, though in honor bound to
afford these men equal privilege and oppor-
tunity, suddenly begins using its vast powers
to help and reward the farmer and to hinder
and punish the landlord. Here is the record:

To the farmer parity is guaranteed; to the
landlord parity is denied.

To the farmer direct subsidies bring high
prices; to the landlord rentals are frozen at
low, prewar levels,

The farmer is applauded and his prices
skyrocket—often with the direct ald of Gov-
ernment buying—far above parity rates; the
landlord is fined and even imprisoned if he
accepts any ralse in rental, even by agree-
ment with the tenant.

The farmer, grown prosperous out of sub-
sidies pald by all the rest of us, is hailed
by the Government as a patriot and a hero;
the landlord is denounced by the Govern-
ment as avariclous and greedy and the tool
of special interests if he protests and asks
for relief to meet higher taxes and increased
operating costs.

These two men, who might be you and I,
are not equal before the law., If the Gov-
ernment can do this to them it can do it
to us.

- - L L -

As long as these conditions continue, some-
thing valuable is slipping away from us, day
by day. It is our equality before the law.

I say with regret that I cannot go
along with the leaders of my party, but
this is a fundamental issue that faces
us today, just as fundamental as it was
when it faced us a year ago. As has been
stated on this floor, if rent confrol ends
many properties will come out from hid-
ing and many more houses will be built
by private capital, I may be wrong about
it, but I think rent control is the one
thing that is keeping capital from being
invested in housing. True, new con-
struetion is not under rent control, but
so long as the rent-control system exists
they may sooner or later be put under
rent control. It is not fair to have one
class under rent control, and another
class free from it in the same locality.
My opinion is it should be ended now.
As someone has said, “don't extend it,
don't amend it, you can't defend it, end
it

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the
gentleman from New Mexico has ex-
pired.

Mr, JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the pro forma amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, the bill before the
House should be, if properly titled “A
hill to guarantee more slums and reduce
employment,” for that is exactly what it
will do. True, it will create 600 jobs at
good pay for local rent-control expe-
diters; and, of course, each one of these
600 little dictators will need at least one
assistant expediter and an office force of
several people in addition to the present
staff, all at the taxpayers' expense. To
do what? To ride herd on good Ameri-
cans, the proprietors and the tenants,

Let us look at this thing squarely and
see just who will be hurt most if this
bill is made law: the laboring men of
America—carpenters, bricklayers, plas-
terers, painters, paperhangers, plumbers,
and material suppliers of every kind; be-
cause the property owners cannot and
will not spend money for remodeling and
repairing. Because of this, additional
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hundreds of thousands of building me-
chanics will suffer by being forced to lay
idle; the businessman will lose the trade,
and our whole national economy will
greatly suffer right at a time when un-
employment rolls are mounting and bus-
iness is falling oif all over the country.

I ask, Mr. Chairman: What will it
profit a laboring man to have a little
cheaper rent if he has no earnings with
which to pay rent or living costs? That
is what the folks who labor are worry-
ing about today, and make no mistake
about it.

So, those who would force the property
owners of America to take the rent rate
which one man in each area dictates he
must accept—or else—had best be think-
ing of the thousands upon thousands of
good Americans who will suffer if the
rent-control law is extended.

Mr. Chairman, America must not
and will not follow in the footsteps of
France, which still has her World War I
rent-control law in effect. Today France
is known as a nation of slums and un-
employment. :

Mr. Chairman, it is crystal clear by
now that the bigwigs who dictate the
policy of the party in power are deter-
mined to drive investment capital out of
existence regardless of whom it hurts
or how it affects labor or business or the
prosperity and the security of the Nation.
That program in time will also destroy
their party, not save it, and that is a
certainty.

I cannot believe that any Member of
Congress would wittingly lend his or her
support to any bill that it would appear
might save or destroy any political party
at the expense and detriment of the
general welfare and the preservation of
our priceless liberties.

Mr. Chairman, in my studied opinion,
we should let rent control die the natural
death it deserves.

Mr. MOULDER. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, my Republican col-
league from Iowa has made a dire fore-
cast of unemployment and an economic
depression.

My Republican predecessor immedi-
ately prior to his departure from Wash-
ington made an announcement, which
was published in the newspapers, fore-
casting that an economic depression
would descend upon our country not later
than March 1 of this year. He further
stated that he would be a candidate for
reelection in the year 1950 to save our
country from the economic collapse
which, he stated, would surely result
from the last election of a Democratic
Congress. I have diligently attended all
meetings of this illustrious body of law-
makers and day after day devoted care-
ful attention and consideration to the
frequent speeches of complaining de-
fense of the Eightieth Congress made by
our Republican Members on the left of
this House, I am convinced that the
Shakespearean quotation, “Me thinketh
the lady protesteth too much,” is an
applicable theory of the guilt of the in-
dictment presented against the Eight-
ieth Republican Congress by our Presi-
dent during the last election campaign.
However, I am fascinated by the clever
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strategy adopted by the Republican
Members of this House in first maneu-
vering by amendments, and by unani-
mously joining a few of the unsuspecting
Democratic Members into a proposed de-
feat of progressive legislation so essential
to the general welfare of the people of
our great country.

Yes; the Republican leadership, in
premeditated cooperation with the big
vested business interests of our country,
are attempting to scare the people into
a false and jittery sense of economic de-
pression and insecurity of the future, and
the powerful subsidized Republican news-
papers and the hired columnists and
commentators, who have no more respect
for the truth and welfare of the people
than a rooster has for a marriage li-
cense—all embittered by their failure to
defeat Democratic candidates at the last
election—are striving to create confusion
and sell the economic and prosperous
condition of our great country short, and
to rule or ruin, if necessary, to protect
their selfish pride and partisan interests,
and to defeat the legislative program
which the people of our country voted
for at the last election. For example,
I quote from an article by David Law-
‘rence, published March 14, as follows:

The Truman depression is here. Despite
all the efforts of the administration to mini-
mize it, camouflage it, and deny its existence,
the fact remains that an economic readjust-
ment of as yet undetermined proportions is
in evidence and has been developing ever
since the election last autumn.

Such poppycock articles are purely big-
business Republican propaganda, pub-
lished to discourage the Eighty-first
Congress. ;

The real-estate lobby and vested real-
estate interests are actively using the
economic depression threat to defeat the
proposed legislation now pending before
the House. The time is ripe—rotten
ripe—for the Democratic Members of
this House to stand together and assume
our responsibility of passing protective
and progressive legislation for the benefit
of all the people. If we fail to do so, we
may be hereafter known, referred to, and
condemned at the next election as the
twin brother of the last Eightieth Re-
publican Congress,

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 204, (a) Section 205 of the Housing

and Rent Act of 1947, as amended, is amended
by striking out from the heading of such
section the words “by tenants”; by inserting
after the words “receives such payment”, in
the first sentence, the following: *'(or shall
be liable to the United States as hereinafter
provided)"”; and by changing the period at
the end of the second sentence to a colon
and inserting: “Provided, That if the person
from whom such payment is demanded, ac-
cepted, or received either falls to institute an
action under this section within 30 days
from the date of the occurrence of the viola-
tion or is not entitled for any reason to bring
the action, the United States may institute
guch action within such 1l-year period. If
such action is Instituted, the person from
whom such payment is demanded, accepted,
or received shall thereafter be barred from
bringing an action for the same violation or
violations.”
. (b) The last sentence of section 205 of
such act, as amended, is amended by strik-
ing out “plaintiff” and inserting in lleu
thereof “person.”
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Bec. 205. Bection 206 of the Housing and
Rent Act of 1847, as amended, is amended
to read as follows:

"Sec. 206. (a) It shall be unlawful for any
person to demand, accept, or receive any rent
for the use or occupancy of any controlled
housing accommodations in excess of the
maximum rent prescribed under section 204,
or otherwise to do or omit to do any act, in
violation of this act, or of any regulation or
order or requirement under this act, or to
offer, solicit, attempt, or agree to do any of
the foregoing.

“(b) Whenever in the judgment of the
Housing Expediter any person has engaged
or is about to engage in any acts or prac-
tices which constitute or will constitute a
violation of any provision of this act, or
any regulation or order issued thereunder,
the United States may make application to
any Federal, State, or Territorial court of
competent jurisdiction for an order enjoin-
ing such acts or practices, or for an order
enforcing compliance with such provision,
and upon a showing that such person has
engaged or is about to engage in any such
acts or practices a permanent or temporary
injunction, restraining order, or other order
shall be granted without bond.

“(c) Any proceeding brought in a Federal
court under section 205 or under subsec-
tion (b) of this section may be brought in
any district in which any part of any act or
transaction constituting the wviolation oc-
curred, or may be brought in the district in
which the defendant resides or transacts
business, and process in such cases may be
served in any district wherein the defendant
resides or transacts business or wherever the
defendant may be found. Any such court
shall advance on the docket and expedite the
disposition of any such proceeding brought
before it. No costs shall be assessed against
the Housing Expediter or the United States
Government in any proceeding under this
act. !

- *(d) No person shall be liable for damages
or penalties in any Federal, State, or Terri-
torial court, on any grounds for or in respect
of anything done or omitted to be done in
good falth pursuant to any provision of this
act or any regulation, order, or requirement
thereunder notwithstanding that esubse-
quently such provision, regulation, order or
requirement may be modified, rescinded, or
determined to be invalid. The United
States may intervene in any suit or action
wherein a party relies for ground of rellef
or defense upon this act or any regulation,
order, or requirement thereunder.

“(e) The principal office of the Housing
Expediter shall be in the District of Co-
lumbia, but he or any duly authorized rep-
resentative may exercise any or all of his
powers in any place, and attorneys ap-
pointed by the Housing Expediter may, un-
der such authority as may be granted by
the Attorney General, appear for and repre-
sent the United States in any case arising
under this act.

“(f) (1) The Housing Expediter is au-
thorized to make such studies and investi-
gations, to conduct such hearings, and to
obtain such information, as he deems nec-
essary or proper to assist him in prescrib-
ing any regulation or order under this act,
or in the administration and enforcement
of this act and regulations and orders pre-
scribed thereunder.

“(2) For the purpose of obtalning infor-
mation under this subsection, the Housing
Expediter is further authorized, by regula-
tion or order, to require any person who rents
or offers for rent or acts as broker or agent
for the rental of any controlled housing ac-
commodations (A) to furnish Information
under oath or affirmation or otherwise, (B)
to make and keep records and other docu-
ments and to make reports, and (C) to per-
mit the inspection and copying of records
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and other documents and the inspection of
controlled housing accommodations.

**(8) For the purpose of obtaining informa-
tion under this subsection, the Housing Ex-
pediter may by subpena require any person to
appear and testify or to appear and produce
documents, or both, at any designated place.
Any person subpenaed under this subsection
shall have the right to make a record of his
testimony and be represented by counsel, and
shall be paid the same fees and mileage as
are paid witnesses in the United States dis-
trict courts. For the purposes of this sub-
section the Housing Expediter, or any officer
or employee under his jurisdiction designated
by him, may administer oaths and affirma-
tions.

“(4) The production of a person’s docu-
ments at any place othé than his place of
business shall not be required under this sub-
section in any case in which, prior to the
return datve specified in the subpena issued
with respect thereto, such person either has
furnished the Housing Expediter with a copy
of such documents (certified by such person
under oath to be a true and correct copy), or
has entered into a stipulation with the Hous-
ing Expediter as to the information contained
in such documents.

“(56) In case of contumacy by, or refusal to
obey a subpena served upon, any person un-
der this subsection, the United States dis-
trict court for any district in which such
person is found or resides or transacts busi-
ness, upon application by the United States,
and after notice to such person and hearing,
shall have jurisdiction to issue an order re-
requiring such person to appear and give
testimony or to appear and produce docu-
ments, or both; and any failure to obey such
order of the court may be punished by such
court as a contempt thereof,

“{6) No person shall be excused from at-
tending and testifying or producing docu-
ments or from complying with any other re-
quirement under this subsection because of
his privilege against self-incrimination, but
the immunity provisions of the Compulsory
Testimony Act of February 11, 1893 (49 U. 8.
C. 46), shall apply with respect to any indi-
vidual who specifically clalms such privilege.

“(g) The Housing Expediter shall not pub-
lish or disclose any information obtained un-
der this act that such Housing Expediter
deems confidential or with reference to which
a request for confidential treatment is made
by the person furnishing such information
unless he determines that the withholding
thereof is contrary to the public interest.

“(h) It shall be unlawful for any person to
remove or attempt to remove from any con-
trolled housing accommodations the tenant
or occupant thereof or to refuse to renew the
lease or agreement for the use of such ac-
commodations, because such tenant or occu-
pant has taken, or proposes to take, action
authoriged or required by this act or any
regulation, order, or requirement there-
under.”

Mr. DOLLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I
offer an amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. DOLLINGER:
Page 37, strike out, on line 10, all of “(C)”,
beginning with “any proceeding” and all
that follows of the paragraph ending on line
21 with the period mark, and insert in lleu
thereof a new paragraph “C”, as follows:

“(C) Any person who willfully violates any
provision of this act, or any regulation or
order issued thereunder, and any person who
makes any statement or entry false in any
material respect In any document or report
required to be kept or filed under this act,
shall, upon convictiol) thereof, be subject to a
fine of not more than 85,000 or to imprison-
ment for not more than 1 year, or to both
such fines and imprisonment, Whenever the
Housing Expediter has reason to belleve that
any person is liable for punishment under
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this subsection, he may certify the facts to
the Attorney General, who may, in his dis-
cretion, cause appropriate proceedings to be
brought.

“The distriet courts shall have jurisdic-
tion of criminal proceedings for violation of
this act, or any regulation or order issued
thereunder, and concurrently with State and
Territorial courts, of all other proceedings
under section 205 and subsection (b) of this
section, Such criminal proceedings may be
brought in any district in which any part of
any act or transaction constituting the vio-
lation occurred. Such other proceedings
may be brought in any district in which any
part of any act or transaction constituting
the violation occurred, or may be brought in
the district in which the defendant resides
or transscts business, and process in such
cases may be served in any district wherein
the defendant resides or transacts business
or wherever the defendant may be found.
Any such court shall advance on the docket
and expedite the disposition of any criminal
or other proceedings brought before it under
this section. No costs shall be assessed
against the Housing Expediter or the United
States Government in any proceeding under
this act.”

Mr. DOLLINGER. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment attempts to put a criminal
penalty in this bill for a willful violation.
The original bill introduced by the chair-
man of the Committee on Banking and
Currency had this provision in it, and the
language I use in my amendment is the
identical language. That provision was
deleted by a majority vote of the com-
mittee. I do not know the real reason for
its deletion, but I know if we do not re-
instate the language we will in effect be
telling the people of the United States
that we will permit any unscrupulous
landlord who wants to steal money from
his tenant, that he can do so; that he has
our blessing to commit the crime.

1 disagree with many of the Members
on this bill, but I do believe that you
think you did the right thing when you
passed the Brown amendment which
gives landlords the right to obtain a rea-
sonable return. If you want to give them
the right to a reasonable return and you
believe that the people you are giving
that right to are honest people who will
not take more than they are entitled to,
why should we no; have this provision
in the bill to make certain that some dis-
honest individuals, against whom ecivil
judgments are worthless, are covered?
Why should we not have the right to
prosecute them criminally if they violate
the law willfully?

In the State of New York, where rent
gouging is a crime, cases against land-
lords have brought shocking practices
to light. We have instances where they
have given people an apartment on con-
dition vhat they bought furniture from
them, at a price which was exorbitant, or
they took money under the table. Are
we to say today that we will permit that
practice to go on? Why should we be
afraid to leave the criminal penalty pro-
vision in? I say the honest man is not
afraid of that provision, This is our only
weapon against the dishonest person who
will stoop to any low. It is a hold-up
when one resorts to that kind of practice
and any hold-up should be prosecuted
criminally,

Let us at least put some teeth into the
law. The law as it stands before us now
is a conirol without controls. We have
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given the landlord every kind of a right
without regard to the rights of the ten-
ant, Let us be fair to the tenant and
give him some protection.

If you adopt this provision you are only
hitting at the dishonest man. I think it
is our job to make certain that no dis-
honesty is permitted.

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOLLINGER. I yield to the
genfleman from New York.

Mr. GAMBLE. Does this criminal
provision apply against a regulation or
Just against a law? The gentleman re-
members we discussed that in committee.

Mr. DOLLINGER. It provides against
the willful violation of the provisions in
the act. If the regulation makes refer-
ence to that, and if it is willful, it will
be covered by this amendment,

Mr. GAMBLE. It would cover a regu-
lation, then?

Mr. DOLLINGER. Yes, if it violates
any provision of this act or any regula-
tion or order issued thereunder.

Mr. GAMBLE. By making it apply to
regulations as well as to the law, you
very much broaden the situation.

Mr. DOLLINGER. There is a 1l-year
statute of limitations. What would hap-
pen prior to 1 year is completely out of
that.

Mr. GAMBLE., You do not go back to
1948?

Mr. DOLLINGER. We go back 1 year.

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, from the date of
its enactment.

Mr. DOLLINGER. From the date of
its enactment; that is right.

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, I am against placing
any Gold Star Mother in jail because she
violated some little regulation concern-
ing her own property. That is all I have
to say. y

I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from New York [Mr. DOLLINGER].

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 206, Section 209 of the Housing and
Rent Act of 1947, as amended, is amended to
read as follows:

“Sec. 209. Whenever in the judgment of
the Housing EXI}ECINEI' such action is neces-
sary or proper in order to effectuate the pur-
poses of this act, he may, by regulation or
order, regulate or prohibit speculative or
manipulative practices or renting or leasing
practices (including practices relating to re-
covery of the possession) in connection with
any controlled houslng accommodations,
which in his judgment are equivalent to or
are likely to result in rent increases incon-
sistent with the purposes of this act.”

Mr. COLE of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I move to strike out the last three words.

Mr. Chairman, I take this time, not to
offer additional perfecting amendments
which I have prepared, but rather to
point out to the members of this com-
mittee what we are doing now in
strengthening rent control, even after
having adopted the amendments which
have been adopted in this body. The
rent-control bill as proposed by the ma-
Jority members of this committee pro-
vide for eight additional strengthening
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and tightening provisions. Imerely want
to take this opportunity to point out to
you what we are doing. First, we are
permitting the Housing Expediter to re-
control areas which have been decon-
trolled. We are permitting him to do
that under any circumstance that he
may deem advisable. Secondly, we are
tightening the appeals from the decisions
of the local boards. Third, we are not
permitting the landlords and tenants to
enter into voluntary agreements. Fourth,
under the present law only the tenant
or that person involved in dealing with
the landlord may now sue the landlord
or his agent. Now we permit the United
States Government to file suit for treble
damages. Fifth, we have what I call the
junior G-man clause, not junior Govern-
ment man, but junior Gestapo man. The
junior G-man who will snoop into the
business of every individual that the
Housing Expediter deems is essential. In
this we have a new procedure which pro-
vides that the Housing Expediter may
issue a subpena to any person—not to
any person who offers for lease any prop-
erty, but he may issue subpenas to any
person in the United States and require
that person to go any place in the United
States to answer that subpena and to
bring his books and papers before the
Housing Expediter. It has nothing to do
with the man who may or may not want
to lease his property. Sixth, we have
certain specific restrictions under which
a man may evict a tenant under present
law. Under the proposed law the Hous-
ing Expediter may make such rules and
regulations as he may deem necessary to
evict or restrict the eviction of tenants.
Seventh, the proposed law recontrols
converted units which have heretofore
been decontrolled. People have spent
thousands of dollars remodeling these
units. Now we recontrol converted units.
Last, but not least, we have done one
other thing by recontrolling trailer and
trailer space. I understand there is a
situation in Connecticut about which
somebody came down here to testify. No
one else testified about it. But we have
recontrolled trailers and trailer space.
We have not recontrolled motor courts,
but we have recontrolled trailers and
trailer space. Absent, very interestingly,
is the recontrol of new construction,
That is very interesting that no one
brought forth before the House an
amendment asking for the recontrol of
new construction. The obvious reason,
of course, is that the majority has real-
ized that controls do restrict production.

Mr, Chairman, because of these un-
necessary added restrictions placed in
the proposed bill, it is still unpalatable
bait to those of us who believe in a return
to peacetime economy.

I merely wanted to keep the record
straight what we are doing here today.
And if you vote for this hill you are
voting for these tightened strengthening
provisions.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CorLE] has
expired.

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike out the last word.

I wish merely to say to my colleagues
that in the House I shall ask for g sep-
arate vote on the Rains amendment,
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This is the amendment that would oper-
ate to continue the decontrol of apart-
ment and residential hotels.

The original Spence bill had a provi-
sion for the recontrol of permanent
housing accommodations in all hotels.
I think this is as it should be since there
is no real difference between a permanent
home whether it is in a cottage or in a
reom in a hotel—the test is whether the
residence therein is on a permanent
basis.

The committee, however, amended the
original Spence bill to decontrol transient
hotels as differentiated from residential
or apartment hotels. That would refurn
permanent housing accommodations in
residential or apartment hotels to the
protection of rent control.

If the Rains amendment—which leaves
all hotels out of adequate control, exactly
as at present—is defeated, the original
Spence bill as amended by the committee
will stand. That is, residential and
apartment hotels will be back under rent
control, where by all that is just and
that is necessary they should be.

There is much real suffering—cruel
and unnecessary suffering—being en-
dured by the permanent tenants in
apartment and residential hotels. They
are people in modest circumstances. My
mail is filled with letters from them ask-
ing that we in this Congress remember
that in November we loocked to them and
that we do have an obligation not to de-
sert them in their time of great trial.

I sincerely hope my colleagues on both
sides of the Chamber will join in de-
feating the Rains amendment. There
should be no partisan approach in the
madtter of giving relief where it is neded—
no partisan division in applying a remedy
to good citizens from intolerable condi-
tions.

The sorry plight of tenants of so-called
apartment and residential hotels—the
victims in many cases of the extremes in
gouging, all occasioned by the decontrol-
ling features of the present law, which
will be continued under the Rains amend-
ment—is by no means confined to my
district.

The district on the north side of Chi-
cago represented by my distinguished
colleague the gentleman from Iilinois,
Judge Jowas, & Republican Member of
this House, is suffering in exactly the
same way. In order that my colleagues
may have an accurate picture of what
the situation is in Chicago from rep-
resentatives of both parties, I will be
very happy to yield some of my time to
the distinguished gentleman from Illi-
nois, my colleague, Judge JoNas.

Mr. JONAS. Mr. Chairman, I come
from g district where the greater portion
of the territory is inhabited by people
who live in many residential hotels and
apartment hotels. As I understand the
bill now, everybody has been exempted
from control, including transient hotels,
residential hotels, and apartment hotels,
and the only person that is left to be con-
trolled is the man who owns an apart-
ment building consisting of two flats or
four flats or whatever it may be. That
is the final climax of all this legislation.

There are about 30 hotels in my dis-
trict on the north side of the city of
Chicago which were residential hotels
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until they were decontrolled. They had
tenants who had lived there 8 or 9
years. They had leases beginning with
2 or 3 years, then down to 1 year, and
then finally they were denied leases at
all. They were put on a 30-day basis
and now they have no leases at all
Those are the people who have been the
victims of this rent gouging. There are
about 40 hotels on the north side of the
city of Chicago which receive no protec-
tion under this bill,

I endorse the effort of my distinguished
colleague in this House.

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. My distin-
guished colleague from Missouri [Mr.
Boirinc] tells me that the situation in
Kansas City is exactly as it is in Chieago,
as I am informed it is in New York, and
as the gentlewoman from California
assures me it is in Los Angeles. It is
really a serious problem in the large
places of America, and is unjustly affect-
ing a very fine segment of our popula-
tion: school teachers, professional people,
retired municipal and other public em-
ployees living on pensions, widows, men,
and women on modest salaries. Corpo-
ration Counsel Adamowski, in his letter
to me, which is in the printed record of
our committee hearings, says that they
pay—or did pay before the decontrol pro-
vision of the present law—an average of
about $10 or $15 a week rent. I do hope
that this presentment will reach the
understanding of my colleagues and that
those of us from the urban centers will
have the support and understanding of
our good neighbors of both parties in de-
feating the Rains amendment when the
House reconvenes.

Mr, WAGNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. WacNER: Page
41, line 8, insert “(a)" before “Whenever”,
and after line 16, insert the following:

“(b) Notwithstanding the fourth sentence
of section 502 (b) of the Housing Act of
1948, the Public Houslng Administration, or
any State or local public agency administer-
ing a low-rent housing project assisted pur-
suant to the United States Housing Act of
1937 or title II of Public Law 671, Seventy-
sixth Congress, approved June 28, 1940, shall
not have the right to maintain an action or
proceeding to recover possession of any hous-
ing accommodations operated by it if in the
opinion of the administering authority such
action or proceeding would result in undue
hardship for the occupants of such housing
accommodations, or unless in the opinion of
such authority other housing facilities are
available for such occupants.”

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. Chairman, I shall
not seek to address myself to either side,
because I think this is a problem in which
both sides of the House should be
interested.

My amendment, in plain words, deals
with so-called over-income families in
the public-housing projects. As far as
I am concerned, I think that in normal
times housing projects such as these are
intended for low-income families whose
incomes are o low that private enterprise
cannot properly house them in other
existing or new housing. In normal
times I am for requiring families whose
income exceeds the established limits be-
ing forced to move, without exception.
This has been the policy of the public-
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housing authorities and would, I am sure,
continue to be, except for the extreme
shortage of housing in which we have
found ourselves for a long period of time.
So, as long as this critical shortage exists
I believe the local public-housing author-
ities should have discretion in order that
they may not have to force families out
in cases where it would cause great hard-
ship to force them to move back into the
slum areas. This is particularly harsh
in the cases of the veterans whcse fam-
ilies moved into these housing projects.
The boys have come home and now be-
cause of some slight increase in income
they would be forced to move out. Back
in my home district we have approxi-
mately 1,007 of these so-called over-in-
come families. Of this number over 70
percent earn incomes of less than £3,000.
Fifty-four percent of the so-called over-
income families are headed by veterans.
It has been the policy in the past that
when a person reached an over-income
stage he was given a notice to move. I
am in favor of that policy where they
can find a place to go; but, Mr. Chair-
man, I have found in the projects back
in my home district that these people
are the backbone of the Nation. They
are rearing large families. Since they
have families and a large number of
children, they have no place to go. Evic-
tions will serve no purpose other than to
put these families on ihe streets.

I have been urged to offer this amend-
ment, not only by the Better Housing
League of my district, which is a Red
Feather, Community Chest organization
supported by people of all creeds and of
all political beliefs, but by my own city
council, which is a bipartisan council.
They have urged that the Congress give
the Housing Authority some discretion
to let these people remain in the project
until they have some place to go to.

Mr, LODGE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WAGNER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Connecticut.

Mr., LODGE. May I commend the
gentleman on his statement. Although
during normal times I believe that over-
income tenants should make way for
those whose incomes come within the
limitation, I am very much in favor
of this amendment. In my own district
in Bridgeport, Norwalk, Stamford, and
Stratford there are Federal public hous-
ing projects in which there are people
living who have no place to go if they
are evicted. Many of these people would
suffer great hardship if evicted. Fur-
thermore, the cost of living has risen
so substantially since these maximum
incomes were first fixed that the pres-
ent maximum income rate is completely
unrealistic. I shall vote for the gen-
tleman’s amendment, and I hope it will
be adopted.

Mr. WAGNER. I thank the gentle-
man for his remarks.

In closing I may say there are hous-
ing units available in my district if you
are able to pay $125, $150, or $175 a
month rent. Men with an income of
less than $3,000 ar 1 raising a large fam-
ily, such as these people are doing, can-
not pay these rentals.

The Housing Authority, In which I
have a lot of confidence, should be given
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some discretion in cases where it will
cause undue hardship. I think my
amendment is a good one, and I ask the
support of my colleagues on both sides
of the House for it.

Mr. CAVALCANTE, Mr. Chairman, I
rise in support of the pending amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, in my district we have
390 low-income rental units and up to
this very moment over 200 of the families
living in those units have received notice
that they must vacate or that they must
be out before April 1.

We have a very serious housing short-
age. The housing shortage that has
been so graphically presented to this
House by the majority leader and other
Members is very acute in my distriet.
If the eviction of these families is car-
ried out it is not going to help the hous-
ing situation, but, on the contrary, is
going to make it more acute. Therefore,
I favor the pending amendment, and I
do implore the members of the commit-
tee who are advocating the passage of
this bill not to be like the immortal 300
Spartans 2t Thermopylae or like the
heroic French in the First World War
at Verdun. They were defending the
passes against their country’s enemies.
We who are here trying to pass along our
opinions and amendments are the friends
of the committee; we are not the enemies
of our country at all, and we are sincere
about this matter. I do implore the
members of the committee to be lenient
in this matter and consider the plight of
Members who come from distriets that
have many of these low-rental units and
who are faced with this problem. A
man who earns $10,000 a year, as com-
pared with a man who may earn $2,000,
is not passed over by the housing short-
age. When you talk about the housing
shortage the family in the higher-income
bracket is in need of a roof over its head
just as much as the family in the lower-
income bracket.

Mr, YATES. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CAVALCANTE.
gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. YATES. Is it not the purpose of
this amendment to permit an orderly
and temperate relocation of excess-in-
come families within housing projects, a
procedure which cannot be undertaken
under Public Law 901, which is presently
in existence, and which compels the evic-
tion of a family whose income exceeds
the limitation of the Housing Act? For
instance, in the city of Chicago there
are two housing projects within my own
area. The income limitation is $2,600.
Families whose gross income exceeds that
figure are compelled to move. Will this
not permit the Housing Authority dis-
cretion which it does not now have?

Mr. CAVALCANTE. The gentleman
has precisely stated the purpose of this
amendment.

Myr. CHUDOFF. Mr. Chairman, 1
move to sirike out the last two words.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CHUDOFP, 1 yield to the gentle-
man from EKentucky.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Cheirman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
this amendment close in 10 minutes.

I yield to the
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Eentucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. CHUDOFF. Mr. Chairman and
members of the committee, I have been
sitting patiently in this hall for the past
3 days listening to threats of chaos and
confusion and to so-called perfecting
amendments, and after much time and
much voting in my opinion we have a
perfectly confused rent-control bill.

I want to speak in favor of the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
Ohio. Ithink that his amendment is the
most worth-while amendment offered in
the past 3 days. The talk of confusion
and chaos is already borne out by what is
happening to public housing units in
Philadelphia and throughout the coun-
try. Gentlemen, this is a writ of posses-
sion, and under the present law the hous-
ing authorities of the country have no
other zlternative than to issue these writs
of possession to families in subsidized
housing projects who are earning over
the maximum income allowed under the
law. Now, the housing authorities know
that these people have no place to go.
This morning, coming down from Phil-
adelphia on the train, I ran into the ex-
ecutive director of the Philadelphia hous-
ing authority. I told him about the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Ohio. He agreed that it was abso-
lutely necessary. If we want to stop
chaos and confusion, if we want to take
care of a condition that presently exists,
not something that we think might hap-
pen, the only way to do it is to pass the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Ohio. Let us prevent these condi-
tions that exist in Philadelphia and other
jurisdictions throughout the ecountry
where people are being put out on the
street daily. As a matter of fact, these
two families are already evicted. Where
they have gone, I do not know. I have
tried to locate one of them which con-
sisted of a husband, wife, and six chil-
dren, and I am advised that they are liv-
ing in two rooms because they could not
find any other place to live.

This is a present need, and the amend-
ment should be adopted.

Mr. WIER. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word, and rise in sup-
port of the amendment that has been
offered by the gentleman from Ohio,

I represent a district in the city of
Minneapolis that has an 8-blocks-square

Federal Housing project called Sumner .

Field. At the present time I have on my
desk a petition signed by 82 families who
are threatened with eviction because
they have an income thai exceeds the
Federal Housing limitation. So I want
to join in, for the reason that in the city
of Minneapolis we have a housing prob-
lem. There is no place for these people
to move to when they get the final evic-
tion notice.

These are not spinsters, bachelors,
and so forth; these gre people in the
low-income group with families, and
they will find absolutely no place to move
to when they are evicted. I think the
time has come with the increasing
economy that has brought them beyond
that limitation that a like increase in
the present limitation ought to be
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granted, so I join in urging the adoption
of this amendment to the rent-control
bill.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment was
never presented to the committee. It
may be taken up in the housing kill when
it is considered by the committee. It
certainly seems to me there is no reason
to freeze high-income people in subsi-
dized low-rent housing. I do think the
Housing Administration ought to try to
secure some other accommodations for
them, but certainly we do not want to
pass any law that will freeze into these
low-rent subsidized housing units people
whose income has now gone far beyond
the limit.

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amend-
ment be defeated. We will take this up
in the housing bill when we come to it.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. WAGNER].

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. WaGNER) there
were—ayes 47, noes 97.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

TITLE III—MISCELLANEOUS

Sec. 301, Nothing in this act or in the
Housing and Rent Act of 1947, as amended,
shall be construed to require any person to
offer any housing accommodations for rent.

Sec. 302, Section 303 of the Housing and
Rent Act of 1948 is hereby repealed.

Sec. 803, If any provision of this act or
the application of such provision to any per-
son or circumstances shall be held invalid,
the validity of the remainder of the act, and
the applicability of such provision to other

persons or circumstances, shall not be af-
lected thereby.

Sec. 304. This act shall become effective on
the first day of the first calendar month fol-
lowing the month in which it is enacted.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on

the committee substitute, as amended,
for the bill.
g The committee substitute was agreed
0.
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the
Committee rises.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. Gorg, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 1931) to extend certain provi-
sions of the Housing and Rent Act of
1947, as amended, and for other pur-
poses, pursuant o House Resolution 138,
he reported the bill back to the House
with an amendment adopted by the
Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the
previous question is ordered.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Speaker, a
parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. MONRONEY. Under the rule,
any amendments to the amendment may
be voted on separately, may they not?

The SPEAKER. That is correct.

Mr. MONRONEY. Then, Mr. Speaker,
if now is the proper time I ask for a
separate vote cn the so-called Williams
amendment.
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Mr, MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker,
I ask for a separate vote on the Brown
amendment.

Mr. O'HARA of IMinois, Mr. Speaker,
I ask for a separate vote on the so-called
Rains amendment,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the first amendment on which a sepa-
rate vote has been demanded.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 35, line 18, strike out the quotation
marks and, after line 18, insert the following
subsection:

“{}) If the legislature or comparable gov-
erning body of any State, municipality,
county, or other political subdivision de-
clares by resolution that Federal rent con-
trol is no longer needed in such State, muni-
cipality, county, or political subdivision, and
transmits a certified copy of such resolution
to the Housing Expediter, the provisions of
this title shall be inapplicable to such State,
municipality, county, or political subdivision
15 days after such certified copy shall have
been mailed by registered mail to the Hous-
ing Expediter.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the amendment.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker,
& parliamentary inquiry. ;

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, is
it not the rule to vote on these amend-
ments in the order in which they were
adopted?

The SPEAEER. It has been the cus-
tom to put the question on such amend-
ments in the order in which a separate
vote has been demanded. The gentle-
man from Qklahoma rose first and asked
for a separate vote on the so-called Wil-
liams amendment.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 227, nays 188, not voting 18,
as follows:

[Roll No. 30]
YEAS—227

Abbitt Cole, N. Y. Gross
Abernethy Colmer Gwinn
Allen, Calif. Cooley Hagen
Allen, 1, ggrhett g:;?
Andersen, tton ;

H.Carl Coudert Edwin Arthur
Anderson, Calif.Cox ;
Andresen, Crawford Leonard W,

August H. Cunn Halleck
Angell Curtis Hand
Arends Dague Harden
Auchincloss Davis, Ga, Hare
Barrett, Wyo. Davls, Wis. Harris
Bates, Mass, D'Ewart Harrison
Battle Dolliver Harvey
Beall Dondero Hébert
Bennett, Fla, Doughton Herlong
Bennett, Mich. Durham Herter
Bentsen Eaton Hezelton
Bishop Ellsworth
Blackney Elston Hinshaw
Boggs, Del. Engel, Mich Hoeven
Bolton, Ohio  Engle, Calif Hoffman, Mich,
Bonner Fellows Holmes
Boykin Fenton Hope
Bramblett Fernandesz Horan
Brehm Fisher Jackson, Calif.
Erooks Ford James
Brown, Ohlo  Fugate Jenison
Bryson Fulton Jenkins
Burton Gamble Jennings
Byrnes, Wis, Gary Jensen
Carlyle Gathings Johnson
Casge, N. J. Gavin Jonas
Case, B. Dak. Qillette Jones, N. O.
Chatham Golden Judd
Church Goodwin Kean
Clevenger Gossett Kearney
Cole, Eans. Graham Kearns

Eeating Nixon
Keefe Norblad
Kilburn Norrell
Kilday O’'Hara, Minn,
Eruse Passman
Eunkel Patten
Larcade Patterson
Latham Peterson
LeCompte Pleiffer,
LeFevre William L.
Lemke Phillips, Calif.
Lichtenwalter Phillips, Tenn.
Lodge Pickett
Lovre Poage
Lucas Potter
MecConnell Preston
McCulloch Rankin
McDonough Redden
McGregor Reed, Ill,
McMillan, 8. C. Rees
McMillen, 1. Regan
Mack, Wash. Rich
Macy Richards
Mahon Riehlman
Martin, ITowa Rivers
Martin, Mass. Rogers, Fla.
Mason Rogers, Mass.
Merrow Badlak
Meyer 8t. George
Michener Sanhborn
Miles Scott, Hardle
Miller, Md. Scott,
Miller, Nebr, Hugh D., Jr.
Morris Scrivner
Morton Scudder
Murray, Tenn. Secrest
Murray, Wis. Shafer
Nelson Short
Nicholson Bikes
NAYS—188
Addonizio Frazier
Albert Furcolo
Allen, La. Garmatz
Andrews CGordon
Aspinall Gore
Balley Gorski Il
Baring Gorskl, N. Y.
Barrett, Pa. Granahan
Bates, Ky. Granger
Beckworth Grant
Blemiller Green
Bland Gregory
Boggs, La. Hardy
Bolling Hart
Bolton, Md. Havenner
Bosone Hays, Ark.
Breen Hays, Ohio
Brown, Ga. Hedrick
Buchanan Heflernan
Buckley, Ill, Heller
Buckley, N. Y. Hobbs
Burdick Holifield
Burke Howell
Burleson Huber
Burnside Hull
Byrne, N. Y. Irving
Camp Jackson, Wash.
Canfleld Jacobs
Cannon Javits
Carnahan Jones, Ala.
Carroll Jones, Mo.
Cavaleante Earst
Chell Earsten
Chesney Eee
Christopher Kelley
Chudoff Eennedy
Clemente Keogh
Coffey Eerr
Combs King
Cooper Eirwan
Crook Klein
Crosser Lane
Davenport Lesinskl
Davles, N. Y. Lind
Davis, Tenn, Linehan
Dawson Lyle
Deane Lynch
DeGraffenried McCarthy
Delaney McCormack
Denton McGrath
Dingell McGuire
Dollinger McEinnon
Donohue Mack, 111,
Douglas Madden
Doyle Magee
Eberharter Mansfield
Elliott Marcantonio
Marsalis
Fallon Marshall
Feighan Miller, Callf.
Flood Mills
Fogarty Mitchell
Forand Monroney
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Simpson, 11,
Simpson, Pa.
Smith, Eans.
Smith, Va,
Stanley
Stefan
Stigler
Btockman
Taber
Tackett
Talle

Taylor
Teague
Thompson
Thornberry
Tollefson
Towe

Van Zandt
Velde

Vorys
Vursell
Wadsworth
Weichel
Werdel
Wheeler
Whitten
Whittington
Wickersham
Wigglesworth
Williams
Willis
Wilson, Ind.
Wilson, Okla.
Wilson, Tex.
Winstead
Wolcott
Wolverton
‘Woodruff

Morgan
Morrison
Moulder
Multer
Murdock
Murphy
Noland
Norton
O'Brien, I1l.
O'Brien, Mich,
O'Hara, I11.
O'Neill
O'Sullivan
0O'Toole
Pace
Patman
Perkins
Pfleifer,

NOT VOTING—18
Barden Hoffman, IlIl. Reed, N.Y.
Blatnik Lanham Bmith, Ohlo
Bulwinkle McSweeney Smith, Wis,
Celler O'Konski Bomers
Chiperfield Plumley Thomas, N. J.
Gilmer Poulson Wood

So the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk announced the following
pairs:

On this vote:

Mr, Chiperfield for,
against,

Mr. Reed of New York for, with Mr. Somers
against,

Mr. O'Eonski for, with Mr, Celler against,

Mr. Smith of Wisconsin for, with Mr, Mc-
Bweeney against.

General pairs until further notice:
Mr. Wood with Mr. Plumley.

Mr. Barden with Mr. Poulson.

Mr. Lanham with Mr. Smith of Ohio.
Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr, Hoffman of Illinois.

Mr, PassmaN changed his vote from
“nay" tO uyea.”

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded. ;

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the next amendment on which a sepa-
rate vote has been demanded.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 28, line 22, strike out beginning with
the word “In” down through the period in
line 25, and insert the following sentences:
“In making and recommending individual
and general adjustments to remove hard-
ships or to correct other inequities, the
Houslng Expediter and the local boards shall
observe the principle of maintaining maxi-
mum rents for confrolled-housing accom-
modations, so far as is practicable, at levels
which will yield to landlords a reasonable
return (but not in excess of a reasonable
return) on the reasonable value of such
housing accommodations. In determining
whether the maximum rent for controlled-
housing accommodations yields a reason-
able return on the reasonable value of such
housing accommodations, due consideration
shall be given to the following, among other
relevant factors: (A) Increases in property
taxes, (B) unavoldable increases in operating
and maintenance expenses, (C) major capi-
tal improvement of the housing accommo-
dations as distinguished from ordinary re-
pair, replacement, and maintenance, (D) in-
creases or decreases in llving space, services,
furniture, furnishings, or equipment, and
(E) substantial deterioration of the housing
accommodations, other than ordinary wear
and tear, or fallure to perform ordinary re-
pair, replacement, or maintenance.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on the
amendment. ]

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I
demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. Fifty-three Members
have arisen, not a sufficient number.

The yeas and nays were refused.

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. MARCANTONIO)
there were—ayes 311, noes 47.

So the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the next amendment on which a separate
vote has been demanded.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 25, lines 18 to 24, Inclusive, strike
out lines 18 to 24, inclusive.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
agreeing to the amendment.

with Mr. Blatnik
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The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. O'Hara of Illi-
nois) there were—ayes 231, noes 145,

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois, Mr. Speaker,
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 237, nays 175, not voting 21,
as follows:

Carroll Jackson, Wash. O'Neill
Cavalcante Jacobs O'Bullivan
Chelf Javits O'Toole
Chesney Jonas Patman
Christopher Jones, Mo, Patten
Chudoff Judd Perkins
Clemente Earst Pfeifer,
Cofley Karsten Joseph L.
Crock Kee Philbin
Crosser Eelley Polk
Davenport Eennedy Powell
Davies, N.Y. Kerr Price
Dawson King Quinn
Deane Kirwan Rabaut
Delaney Klein Ramsay
Denton Kruse Rhodes
Dingell Lane Ribicoft
Dollinger Lanham Redino
Donchue Lesinski Rooney
Douglas Lind Sabath
Doyle Linehan Sadowskl
Eberharter Lynch Sasscer
Fallon McCarthy Secrest
Felghan MecCormaclk Bims
Fernandez McGrath Spence
Flood McGuire Staggers
Fogarty MecKinnon Stigler
Forand Mack, III Sullivan
Fugate Madden Sutton
Furcolo Magee Taurlello
Garmatz Mahon Thomas, Tex.
Gordon Mansfleld Trimble
Gore Marcantonio  Underwood
Gorskl, Il1. Marzalis Vinson
Gorski, N. Y. Marshall Wagner
Granahan Miles Walsh
Granger Miller, Calif, Walter
Green Mills Welch, Calif.
Gregory Mitchell Welch, Mo
Harrison Monroney Whitaker
Hart Morgan ‘White, Calif
Havenner Morris ‘White, Idaho
Hays, Ohlo Moulder Wier
Hedrick Multer Wilson, Okla.
Heffernan Murdock Withrow
Heller Murphy Woodhouse
Holifield Noland Worley
Howell Norton Yates
Huber O'Brien, Ill. Young
Hull O’'Brien, Mich. Zablockl
Irving O’Hara, Ill.

NOT VOTING—21
Barden McMillan, 8. C. Sheppard
Blatnik McSweeney Smith, Ohlo
Bulwinkle O'Konslki Smith, Wis.
Celler Plumley Bomers
Chiperfield Poulson Thomas, N. J.
Gilmer ! Priest Velde
Hoffman, Ill. Reed, N. Y. Wood
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So the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk announced the following

pairs:

On this vote:

Mr. Chiperfleld for,

against.

Mr. Reed of New York for, with Mr. Somers

against.

Mr. O'Konski for, with Mr. Celler against,
Mr. Smith of Wisconsin for, with Mr, Me-

Bweeney against.

Additional general pairs:

Mr. Wood with Mr. Plumley.

Mr. Barden with Mr. Poulson.

Mr. Sheppard with Mr. Bmith of Ohio.

Mr. McMillan of South Carolina with Mr.

Velde.

with Mr. EBElatnik

Mr. Priest with Mr. Hoffman of Illinois.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The question is on

the amendment as amended.
The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on

MARrcH 15
The SPEAKER. Isthe gentleman op-
posed to the bill? .

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman quali-
files. The Clerk will report the motion
to recommit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Worcorr moves that the bill H, R.
1731 be recommitted to the Committee on
Banking and Currency with instructions to
report the same back forthwith with the
following amendment: On page 25 begin-
ning in line 17, strike out all of titles 2 and

8 of the bill and insert in lieu thereof the
Tollowing:

“Title 2, maximum rents: Section 201, sub-
sections (a) and (f) of section 204 of the
Housing and Rent Act of 1947, as amended,
are each amended by striking out ‘March 81,
1948', and inserting in lieu thereof ‘June
30, 1949'."

Mr. SPENCE. MTr. Speaker, on that I
move the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the motion to recommit.

Mr, SPENCE. I demand the yeas and
nays, Mr. Speaker.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken: and there
were—yeas 154, nays 260, not voting 19,
as follows:

[Roll No. 81]
YEAS—237

Abbitt Gary Morton
Abernethy Gathings Murray, Tenn.
Allen, Calif. Gavin Murray, Wis.
Allen, 111, Gillette Nelson
Allen, La. Golden Nicholson
Andersen, Goodwin Nixon

H. Carl Gossett Norblad
Anderson, Calif. Graham Norrell
Andresen, Grant O'Hara, Minn,

August H. Gross Pace
Andrews Gwinn Passman
Angell Hagen Patterson
Arends Hale Peterson
Auchincloss Hall, Pfeiffer,
Baring Edwin Arthur William L.
Barrett, Wyo. Hall, Phillips, Calif.
Bates, Mass. Leonard W. Phillips, Tenn,
Battle Halleck Pickett
Beall Hand Poage
Bennett, Fla. Harden Potter
Eennett, Mich. Hardy Preston
Ben : Rains
Bishop Harris Rankin
Blackney Harvey Redden
Boggs, Del. Hays, Ark Reed, Ill.
Boggs, La. Hébert Rees
Bolton, Md. Herlong Regan
Bolton, Ohio Herter Rich
Boykin Heselton Richards
Bramblett Hill Rlehlman
Brehm Hinshaw Rivers
Brooks Hobbs Rogers, Fla.
BErown, Ga. Hoeven Rogers, Mass.
Brown, Ohio  Hoffman, Mich. Sadlak
Bryson Holmes St. George
Burton Hope Sanborn
Byrnes, Wis. Horan Scott, Hardie
Camp Jackson, Callf, Scott,
Carlyle James Hugh D., Jr.
Case, N. J. Jenison Scrivner
Case, S. Dak. Jenkins Scudder
Chatham Jennings Bhafer
Church Jensen Short
Clevenger Johnson Sikes
Cole, Kans, Jones, Ala. Simpson, 11,
Cole, N. Y. Jones, N. C. Simpson, Pa
Colmer Kean Smathers
Combs Kearney Smith, Kans,
Cooley Kearns Smith, Va.
Cooper Keating Stanley
Corbett Keefe Steed
Cotton Keogh Stefan
Coudert Ellburn Stockman
Cox Kllday Taber
Crawford Kunkel Tackett
Cunningham Larcade Talle
Curtis Latham Taylor
Dague LeCompte Teague
Davis, Ga. LeFeavre Thompson
Davis, Tenn. Lemke Thornberry
Davis, Wis. Lichtenwalter Tollefson
DeGraffenried Lodge Towe
D'Ewart Lovre Van Zandt
Dolllver Lucas Vorys
Dondero Lyle Vursell
Doughton McConnell Wadsworth
Durham McCulloch Weichel
Eaton MecDonough Werdel
Elliott McGregor Wheeler
Ellsworth McMillen, 111 Whitten
Elston Mack, Wash Whittington
Engel, Mich Macy Wickersham
Engle, Callf Martin, Jowa  Wigglesworth
Evins Martin, Mass., Willlams
Fellows Mason Willis
Fenton Merrow Wilson, Ind.
Fisher Meyer Wilson, Tex
Ford Michener Winstead
Frazier Miller, Md. Waolcott
Fulton Miller, Nebr.  Wolverton
Gamble Morrison Woodruff

NAYS—176

Addonizlo Bland Burdick
Albert Bolling Burke
Aspinall Bonner Burleson
Bailey Bosone Burnside
Barrett, Pa, Breen Byrne, N. Y.
Bates, Ky. Buchanan Canfield
Beckworth Buckley, Ill. Cannon
Biemiller Buckley, N. Y. Carnahan

the engrossment and third reading of the
bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the passage of the hill. i

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I offer
a motion to recommit.

[Roll No. 32]
YEAS—154

Abernethy Goodwin Murray, Wis.
Allen, Calif, Gossett Nicholson
Allen, 111, Graham Nixon
Andersen, Gwinn Norblad

H. Carl Hagen O’Hara, Minn.
Anderson, Calif.Hale Peterson
Andresen, Hall, Pieiffer,

August H, Leonard W. William L.
Angell Halleck Phillips, Calif,
Arends Harden Phillips, Tenn.
Barrett, Wyo. Hare Potter
Bates, Mass, Harvey Rankin
Beall Herlong Reed, Ill.
Bennett, Mich. Hill Rees
Bishop Hinshaw Rich
Blackney Hoeven Richards
Boggs, Del. Hoffman, Mich. Riehlman
Bolton, Md. Hope Rivers

‘* Bolton, Ohio Horan Rogers, Fla.
Boykin Jackson, Calif. Rogers, Mass.
Bramblett James Sadlak
Brehm Jenison St. George
Brown, Ohlo  Jenkins Sanborn
Bryson Jennings Scott,
Byrnes, Wis. Jensen Hugh D., Jr.
Case, 8. Dak. Johnson Scrivner
Church Jonas Scudder
Clevenger Eearns Shafer
Cole, Kans. Eeefe Short
Cole, N. Y. Eilburn Simpson, I11.
Colmer Eunkel Simpson, Pa.
Cotton Latham Smith, Kans.
Cox LeCompte Smith, Va.
Crawford LeFevre Stefan
Cunningham Lemke Stockman
Curtis Lichtenwalter Taber
Dague Lovre Talle
Davis, Ga, MeConnell Teague
Davis, Wis, MecCulloch Towe
D'Ewart MecDonough Van Zandt
Dolliver McGregor Velde
Dondero MecMillan, 8. C. Vorys
Eaton McMillen, Il  Vursell
Ellsworth Macy Wadsworth
Elston Martin, ITowa  Weichel
Fellows Martin, Mass. Werdel
Fenton Mason Whittington
Ford Merrow Wigglesworth
Gamble Meyer Willlams
Gathings Michener ‘Wilson, Ind.
Gavin Miller, Md. Winstead
Gillette Miller, Nebr, Wolcott
Golden Murray, Tenn. Woodraft
NAYS—260

Abbitt Bailey Bentsen
Addonizio Baring Biemiller
Albert Barrett, Pa, Bland
Allen, La. Bates, Ky. Boggs, La.
Andrews Battle Bolling
Aspinall Beckworth Bonner
Auchincloss Bennett, Fla. Bosone
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Breen Harris Norton
Brooks Harrison O'Brien, Ill.
Brown, Ga. Hart O'Brien, Mich,
Buchanan Havenner O’Hara, IIl.
Buckley, IIl. Hays, Ark O'Neill
Buckley, N. ¥, Hays, Ohio O'Sullivan
Burdick Hébert O'Toole
Burke Hedrick Pace
Burleson Heffernan Passman
Burnside Heller Patman
Burton Herter Patten
Byrne, N. Y. Heselton Patterson
Camp Hobbs Perkins
Canfield Holifield Pfeifer,
Cannon olmes Joseph L.
Carlyle Howell Philbin
Carnahan Huber Plckett
Carroll Hull Poage
Case, N. J. Irving Polk
Cavalcante Jackson, Wash. Powell
Chatham Jacobs Preston
Chelf Javits Price
Chesney Jones, Ala, Priest
Christopher Jones, Mo uinn
Chudoff Jones, N. C, Rabaut
Clemente Judd Rains
Coffey Earst Ramsay
Combs Karsten Redden
Cooley Kean Regan
Cooper Kearney Rhodes
Corbett Eeating Ribicoff
Coudert Eee Rodino
Crook Kelley Rooney
Crosser Eennedy BSabath
Davenport EKeogh
Davies, N.¥., Kerr r
Davis, Tenn., Kilday Scott, Hardie
Dawson King Becrest
Deane rwan Sikes
DeGraffenried Klein Sims
Delaney Smathers
Denton Lane Spence
Dingell Lanham Staggers
Dollinger Larcade Stanley
Donohue Lesinskl Steed
Doughton Lind Stigler
Douglas Linehan Sullivan
Doyle Lodge Sutton
Durham Lucas Tackett
Eberharter Lyle Tauriello
Elliott Lynch Taylor
Engel, Mich, McCarthy Thomas, Tex,
Engle, Calif, MecCormack Thompson
Evins McGrath Thornberry
Fallon McGuire Tollefson
Feighan McEinnon Trimble
Fernandez Mack, Il Underwood
Fisher Mack, Wash, Vinson
Flood Madden Wagner
Fogarty Magee Walsh
Forand Mahon Walter
Frazier Mansfield Welch, Calif,
Fugate Marcantonio  Welch, Mo.
Fulton Marsalis Wheeler
Furcolo Marshall White, Calif.
Garmatz iles ‘White, Idaho
Gary Miller, Calif. Whitten
Gordon Mills Wickersham
Gore Mitchell Wier
Gorgki, 1. Monroney Willis
Gorski, N.¥Y. Morgan ‘Wilson, Okla
Granahan Morris Wilson, Tex,
Granger Morrison Withrow
Grant Morton Wolverton
Green Moulder Woodhouse
Gregory Multer Worley
Gross Murdock Yates
Hall, Murphy Young

Edwin Arthur Nelson Zablockl
Hand Noland
Hardy Norrell

NOT VOTING—19

Barden McSweeney Smith, Wis,
Blatnik O'Eonski Somers
Bulwinkle Plumley Thomas, N. J,
Celler Poulson Whitaker
Chiperfield Reed, N. Y. Wood
Gilmer Sheppard
Hoffman, IIl, Smith, Ohio

So the motion to recommit was
rejected.

The Clerk announced the following
pairs:

On this vote:

Mr. Chiperfield for, with Mr, Blatnik
against.

Mr. Reed of New York for, with Mr. Somers
against.

Mr. O'Konski for, with Mr. Celler against.
Mr. Smith of Wisconsin for, with Mr. Mc-
Sweeney against,

Mr., Plumley for,

against.
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with Mr. Whitaker

Mr. Barden for, with Mr. Gilmer against.

Additional general pairs:

Mr. Wood with Mr. Smith of Ohlo,
Mr. Sheppard with Mr, Poulson,

Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Hoffman of Illinofs.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

The SPEAEER. The question is on

the passage of the bill,

Mr, SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, on the
final passage I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 261, nays 153, not voting 19,

as follows:

Abbitt

Beckworth
Bennett, Fla,

EBennett, Mich.
tsen

Case, N. J.
Cavalcante
Chelf

Cooper
Corbett
Coudert
Crook
Crosser
Davenport
Davies, N. Y.
Davis, Tenn,
Dawson

Deane
DeGraffenried
Delaney
Denton
Dingell
Dollinger
Donohue
Douglas
Doyle
Durham
Eberharter
Eilllott
Engel, Mich,
Engle, Calif,

[Roll No. 33]
YEAS—261
Frazler MeConnell
Fugate McCormack
Fulton MecDonough
Furcolo McGrath
Gamble McGuire
Carmatz McKinnon
Mack, T11.
Gordon » Wash,
] Madden
Gorskl, Il Magee
Gorskl, N. Y. Mansfleld
Granahan Marcantonio
Granger Marsalis
Grant Marshall
Green Martin, Mass,
Gregory Miles
Gross Miller, Calif,
Hall, Mitchell
Edwin Arthur Monroney
' Morgan
Leonard W. Morris
Hand Morrison
Hardy Morton
Hart Moulder
Havenner Multer
Hays, Atk Murdock
Hays, Ohio Murphy
& Nelson
Hedrick Nixon
Heffernan Noland
Heller Norblad
Herter Norton
Heselton O'Brien, Ill
Hinshaw O'Brien, Mich.
Hobbs O'Hara,
Holifleld O'Neill
Holmes O'Sullivan
Horan O'Toole
Howell Pace
Huber Patman
Hull Patten
Irving Patterson
Jackson, Wash, Perkins
Jacchbs Pfeifer,
James Joseph L,
Javits Pfeiffer,
Johnson ‘William L
Jonas Philbin
Jones, Ala. Polk
Jones, Mo, Powell
Jones, N. C. Price
Judd Priest
Earst Quinn
Earsten Rabaut
Eean Rains
Kearney Ramsay
Kearns Rhodes
Keating Ribicoff
Eee Riehlman
Kelley Rivers
Eennedy Rodino
Keogh Rogers, Mass,
Kerr Rooney
Kilburn Sabath
King Sadlak
Eirwan Badowskl
Klein Bt. George
Kruse T
Eunkel Scott, Hardle
Lane tt,
Larcade Hugh D., Jr,
Latham Becrest
LeFevre Sikes
Lesinskl Sims
Lichtenwalter Smathers
Lind pence
Linehan
dge Stigler
Lynch Sullivan
MeCarthy Button

Talle Vinson Williams
Tauriello Wagner Willis
‘Taylor Walsh Withrow
Thomas, Tex. Walter Wolverton
Thornberry Welch, Calif. Woodhouse
Tollefson ‘Welch, Mo. Yates
Trimble ‘White, Calif. Young
Underwood Wier Zablocki
Van Zandt Wigglesworth
NAYS—153
Abernethy Gillette Peterson
Albert Golden Phillips, Calif,
Allen, Calif, Goodwin Phillips, Tenn.
Allen, 111, Gossett Pickett
Andersen, Graham Poage
H. Carl Gwinn Potter
Anderson, Calif. Hagen Preston
Andresen, Hale Eankin
August H. Halleck Redden
Angell Harden Reed, I11,
Arends Hare 5
Barrett, Wyo. Harris Regan
Beall Harrison Rich
Bishop Harvey Richards
Blackney Herlong Rogers, Fla
Boggs, Del. Sanborn
Bolton, Md. Hoeven Scrivner
Bolton, Ohio  Hoffman, Mich, Scudder
Boykin Ho Shafer
Bramblett Jackson, Calif, Short
Brehm Jenison Simpson, 111
Brown, Ohlo  Jenkins Simpson, Pa,
Burleson Jennings Bmith, KEans,
Byrnes, Wis Jensen Smith, Va
Case, 8. Dak. Keefe Stanley
Chatham Kilday <]
Church Lanham Stefan
Clevenger LeCompte Stockman
Cole, Eans. Lemke ber
il e Lovre Tackett
Colmer Lucas Teague
Cotton Lyle Thompson
Cox MeCulloch Towe
Crawford McGregor Velde
m McMillan, 8. C. Vorys
McMillen, Vursell
Dague Macy Wadsworth
Davis, Ga. Mahon Weichel
Davlis, Wis, Martin, Jowa  Werdel
D'Ewart Mason Wheeler
Dolliver Merrow ‘White, Idaho
Dondero Meyer Whitten
Doughton Michener Whittington
Eaton Miller, Md. Wickersham
Ellsworth Miller, Nebr,  Wilson, Ind
Elston ills Wilson, Okla.
Fellows Murray, Tenn, Wilson, Tex,
Fernandez Murray, Wis.  Winstead
Fisher Nicholson Wolcott
Ford Norrell Woodruff
Gathings O'Hara, Minn, Worley
Gavin Passman
NOT VOTING—19
Barden McSweeney Smith, Wis,
Blatnik O'Konski Bomers
Bulwinkle Plumley Thomas, N. J,
Celler Poulson Whitaker
Chiperfield Reed, N, Y. Wood
Gilmer Sheppard
Hoffman, I1l.  Smith, Ohio

So the bill was passed.

The Clerk announced the following
pairs.

On this vote:

Mr. Blatnik for,
against,

Mr. Somers for, with Mr. Reed of New
York against,

Mr. Celler for, with Mr. O'Eonski against,

Mr. McSweeney for, with Mr. Smith of
Wisconsin against.

Mr. Whitaker for, with Mr. Plumley against,

Mr. Gilmer for, with Mr. Wood against,

Additional general pairs:

Mr. Barden with Mr. Poulson.

Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Smith of Ohio.
Mr. Sheppard with Mr. Hoffman of Illinois.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded. A motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have five legislative days to extend
their remarks in the Recorp on the bill
just passed.

with Mr. Chiperfield
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Een-
tucky?

There was no objection.

EEEP TEE FARM INCOME AT PARITY!
WHEN OUR FARMERS ARE PROSPEROUS
AMERICA IS PROSPEROUS; THE NA-
TIONAL INCOME OF THESE UNITED
STATES IS ALWAYS SEVEN TIMES THE
FARM INCOME

Mrs. BOLTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent tc address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex-
tend my remarks and to include therein
the names and addresses of the county
and community agricultural program
committeemen for each county of my
district.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from
Ohio [Mrs. BoLTON]?

There was no objection.

Mrs. BOLTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
agriculture is the basic industry of our
country. The men who produce the fat,
the food, and the fiber for this Nation
are the producers of the indispensables of
life.

Mr. Speaker, not alone do all the cities
need the products of the farms to sustain
life, but we in the cities also need the pur-
chasing power of our farmers in order to
keep the wheels of progress going in our
city Industries.

Our farmers are entitled to receive for
the things which they produce and sell a
price commensurate with the cost of the
products of industry which they buy. It
was to effect such parity of price that the
system of appointing farm committees
was established.

These agricultural conservation com-
mittees, made up entirely of the farmers
themselves, are appointed each year lo-
cally to administer the affairs of agricul-
ture in their own districts with respect to
the statutes and appropriations which we
make in this House, both as to soil con-
servation benefits and such other subsi-
dies as are voted.

Cuyahoga, Lake, and Geauga Counties
in my district, the Twenty-second Dis-
trict of Ohio, are rich agricultural pro-
ducing areas. Happy I am to say that
they rank in the front ranks of all such
producing areas in the United States.

I have just received a list of the agri-
cultural conservation committees who
are to serve this year. That list con-
tains the names of some of the finest
people in my district, and it is in order
that I may make the complete list of
these committees available to the farm-
ers in my district that I ask to insert the
same in the RECORD.

The list is as follows:

List oF CuvAHOGA COUNTY AND COMMUNITY
CoMMITTEEMEN, CUYAHOGA, OHIO
COUNTY COMMITTEE

Home address, Cuyahoga County Agricul-
tural Conservation Association, room 203,
1276 West Third Street, Cleveland, Ohio.

Chairman, George W, Nichols, 89 Columbus
Road, Bedford, Ohio.

Vice chairman, Joseph R. Shebanek, 1593
Sheflield Read, South Euclid, Ohio.

Member, Helen E. Gedeon, 8600 Ridge Road,
Brecksville, Chio.

Alternate, Lee C. Usher, Usher Road, Olm-
sted Falls, Ohio.
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Alternate, Herman L., Christensen, 2867
Wooster Road, Rocky River, Ohio.
COMMUNITY COMMITTEES
Bedford district
Chairman, George M. Johnston, 1287 Alex-
ander Road, Bedford.
Vice chairman, George L. Laing, Solon
Road, Bedford,
Member, Joseph A. Benko, 668 Columbus
Road, Bedford.
Alternate, Harold N. Athey, Walton Road,
Bedford.
Brecksville district
Chairman, Ralph D. Mackey, 7T Dewey Road,
Brecksville,
Vice chairman, Clair H. Bourne, Miller
Road, Brecksville.
Member, Bert B. Hinckley, Wiese Road,
Brecksville.
Alternate, John L. Schiund, 51 Fitzwater
Road, Brecksville.
Alternate, Vera W. McCreery, 76 Mill Road,
Brecksville.
Euclid distriet
Chalrman, Albert P. Marous, Wilson Mills
Road, South Euclid.
Vice chairman, Harry M. Lockemer, 640
8. O. M. Center Road, Gates Mills.
Member, James W. Vitek, 4839 Anderson
Road, South Euclid.
Alternate, John P. Florian, 672 Trebisky
Road, South Euclid.
Olmsted district
Chairman, Lee C. Usher, Usher Road, Olm-
sted Falls,
Vice chalrman, David A. Barnard, Cock
Road, North Olmsted.
Member, Franklin €. Bislich, Fitch Road,
North Olmsted.
Alternate, George Rados, Ruple Road,
Berea.
Alternate, Charles W. Stone, Sprague Road,
Columbia Station.

Parma district

Chalrman, Harold W. Selzer, Pearl Road,
Route 1, Berea.

Vice chairman, Andrew H. Rosbough, Engle
Road, Berea. ;

Member, Wilber C. Kaiser, 7261 York Road,
Parma. ]

Alternate, Henry J. Wensink, Hummel
Road, Route 3, Berea.

Alternate, Jacob C. Walters, Jr., Engle
Road, Berea.

Solon district

Chairman, George J. Craemer, 8. O. M.
Center Road, Solon. -

Vice Chairman, Albert E. Hennlg, North
Miles Road, Solon.

Member, Norman P. Herbell, Chagrin Falls,

Alternate, Robert L. Stern, Jackson Road,
Chagrin Falls. v

Alternate, Natt R. Davis, Holbrook Road,
Chagrin Falls.

Strongsville distriet

Chairman, Harvey Uhinck, Howe Road,
Brunswick,

Vice chairman, Noris A. Sperber, Drake
Road, Strongsville.

Member, Fred W. Grosser, Route 3, Brecks-
ville. :

Alternate, Harold 8. Jacque, Abbey Road,
North Royalton.

Westlake district

Chairman, Herman L. Christensen, 2867
Wooster Road, Rocky River,

Vice chalrman, Edward H. Lehman, 25057
Detroit Road, Westlake.

Member, Leonard H. Willlams, 28207 Center
Ridge Road, Westlake.

Alternate, Allen Deeks, 22591 Center Ridge
Road, Westlake,

Alternate, Lawrence G. Borth, 1557 Can-
terbury Road, Westlake.
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List oF GEAUGA COUNTY AND COMMUNITY
COMMITTEEMEN, GEAUGA, OHIO
COUNTY COMMITTEE

Home address: Geauga County Agricul-
tural Conservation Assoclation, Old School
Building, Burton.

Chairman, James D. Sidley, Thompson.

Vice chairman, Clifton Rossiter, Chardon,
Route 2.

Member, Harry C. Evans, East Claridon.

Alternate, George C. Bliss, Novelty.

: Alternate, Jack F. Kramer, Burton, Route

COMMUNITY COMMITTEES
Auburn community
Chairman, Jack F. Kramer, Burton, Route

Vice chairman, Robert G. Squire, Burton,
Route 1,

Member, Lawrence J. May, Chagrin Falls,
Route 2.

Alternate, Ernest L. Hall, Mantua.

Alternate, J. Lloyd Squire, Burton, Route 1,

Bainbridge community

Chairman, Cleon C. Taylor, Chagrin Falls,
Route 1.

Vice chairman, Frank C. Marcus, Chagrin
Falls, Route 2.

Member, Howard 8. Taylor, Chagrin Falls,
Route 1.

Alternate, Lester R. Haskins, Chagrin Falls,
Route 2.

Alternate, Virgil A. Mitchell, Chagrin Falls,
Route 1.

Burton community

Chairman, F. Ernest Eibler, Burton, Route
2

Vice chairman, Burton Fish, Burton, Route
2

Member, Robert A. Newcomb, - Burton,
Route 2.

Alternate, Lilllan M. Walter, Burton.

Alternate, Frank -J. Urbanowicz; Burton,
Route 2,

Chardon community
Vice chalrman, Ralph P. Dewalt, Chardon,
Route 3.
Member, Harry L. Osborn, Chardon, Route

Alternate, Jay M. Sage, Chardon, Route 3.
Alternate, Ernest A, Parker, Chardon,
Route 3.

Chester community

Chairman, Raymond A. Craig, Chesterland.
i Véca chairman, Charles A. Sweet, Chester-
and.

Member, Clay B. Eddy, Chesterland.

Alternate, Lawrence Battles, Chesterland.

Alternate, Robert L. Barnes, Chardon,
Route 2.

Claridon community

Chairman, Harlon E. Krum, Huntsburg.

Vice chalrman, Bartlett Warner, Hunts-
burg.

Member, J. Ray Evans, Chardon, Route 1,

Alternate, John T. Rider, Chardon, Route 1.

Alternate, Paul W, McNish, Burton.

Hambden community

Chairman, Fredric C. Zikursh, Chardon,
Route 4.

Vice chalrman,
Chardon, Route 4.
Member, Jerry Blasek, Chardon, Route 4.

Alternate, Joe Veverka, Chardon, Route 1.
Alternate, Edward Vanac, Chardon, Route
4,

Charles J. EKoritansky,

Huntsburg community
Chairman, Howard Q. Barnes, Middlefield.
Vice chairman, Hilda A. Barnes, Middle-

fleld.
Member, John 8, White, Huntshurg.
Alternate, Frank H. Adams, Huntsburg.
Alternate, Vaughn Arnold, Huntsburg.
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Middlefield community
Chairman, Harry W. Rosengreen, Middle-
field.
Vice chairman, Merritt C. Lyman, Middle-
field.
Member, Albert F. Faust, Middlefield.
Alternate, Glade R. Hoskins, Middlefield.
Alternate, George H. Stone, Middlefield.
Montville community
Chairman, James D. Sidley, Thompson.
Vice chairman, Marton A. Beardsley, Char-
don, Route 4.
Member, Eldon L. Rhodes, Chardon, Route
4, 3
Alternate, Rudolph F. Meier, Montville.
Alternate, Hugh L. Leggett, Huntsburg,

Munson community

Chairman, Warren W. Arnold, Chardon,
Route 2.

Vice chairman, Varon J. Warner, Chardon,
Route 2.

Member,
Route 2,

Alternate, Lloyd C. Herrington, Chardon,
Route 2,

Alternate, Elmer A. Summers, Chardon,
Route 2.

Harcld L. Sanborn, Chardon,

Newbury community

Chairman, Henry Povolny, Barton, Route 1.

Vice chairman, James J. Telchman, Novel-
ty.

Member,
Route 2.

Alternate, Frank Sedivy, Novelty.

Alternate, Frederick W. Eleve, Novelty.

Parkman community

Chairman, Frank 8. Cone,
Route 3.

Vice chairman, Melbourn C. Owen, West
Farmington.

Member, Roger M. Hoxter, Parkman,

Alternate, Pete Downs, West Farmington.

Alternate, Victor A. Hosmer, Garrettsville.

Russell community

Chairman, George C. Bliss, Novelty.

Vice chairman, Joe Elouda, Novelty.

Member, Francis H. Newyear, Novelty.

Alternate, Harry P, Modroo, Chagrin Falls,

Alternate, Mathew K. Goesting, Novelty.

Thompson community

Chairman, Paul M. Maier, Madison, Route
2.

Vice chairman, Lawrence Beckel, Thomp-
Bon.

Member, John F, Strava, Thompson.

Alternate, Roy C. Andrews, Thompson.

Alternate, Paul W. Wilber, Thompson.

Troy community

Chalrman, Arthur J. Kimpton, Garretts-
ville.

Vice chairman, Nen C. White,
Route 2.

Member, Eldon H. Russell, Burton, Route 2.

Alternate, Melvin W. Wood, Burton, Route

Harcold B. Thomas, Chardon,

Middlefield,

Burton,

Alternate, Benjamin R. Bleger, Burton,
Route 2.
LisT oF COUNTY AND COMMUNITY COMMITTEE-
MEN, Laxe County, OHIO, 19489
(Lake County Agricultural Conservation
Association, 16 North Saint Clair Street,
Painesville, Chio.)

COUNTY COMMITTEE

Chalrman, Hermon L, Mantle, Painesville,
Ohio.

Vice chalrman, Lynn Plaisted, Route 1,
‘Willoughby, Ohio.

Member, H, Russell Adams, Perry, Ohio,

First alternate, Lloyd P. Christian, Perry,
Ohio.

Second alternate, Edward H. Bucholtz,
Route 3, Painesville, Ohlo.

XCcv—-161

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

COMMUNITY COMMITTEES
Concord Township

Chairman, Edward H. Bucholtz, Route 3,
Painesville, Ohio.

Vice chairman, Ralph D. Webster, Route 3,
Painesville, Ohio.

Member, Fred A, Anderson, Route 3, Paines-
ville, Ohio.

Alternate, Charles Hladik, Route 3, Palnes-
ville, Ohio.

Alternate, Clifford D. Webster, Route 3,
Painesville, Ohio.

Kirtland Township

Chairman, John A. Mailer, Route 2, Will-
oughby, Ohio.

Vice chairman, Samuel B. Schupp, Route
2, Willoughby, Ohio.

Member, James Horner, Route 2, Will-
oughby, Ohio.

Alternate, Albert H. Mueller, Route 32,
Willoughby, Ohio.

Alternate, Harry Silvers, Route 3, Mentor,
Ohio.

Leroy Township

Chalrman, Carl E. Crellin, Route 2, Paines-
ville, Ohio,

Vice chairman, Edward E. Lajnar, Route
2, Painesville, Ohio,

Member, Frank Berta, Route 2, Painesville,
Ohio.

Alternate, Elias N. Harrison, Route 2,
Painesville, Ohlo.

Alternate, Henry Farnolz, Route 3, Paines-
ville, Ohio.

Madison Township

Chairman, Charles L. Sohn, Route 3§,
Madison, Ohio.

Vice chairman, Horace C. Fuller, Route 1,
Madison, Ohio.

Member, William T. Baster, Madison, Ohio.

Alternate, J, Taylor Baster, Madison, Ohio.

Alternate, Charles A, Greenman, Madison,
Ohio.

Mentor Township

Chairman, Horace J, Wilson, Mentor, Ohio.

Vice chairman, Elea E. Shaw, Route 1,
Mentor, Ohio.

Member, Charles Robertson, Route 3, Men-
tor, Ohio.

Alternate, Raymond E. Slegel,
Mentor, Ohio.

Alternate, E. Murray EKephart, Route 1,
Mentor, Ohlo.

Painesville Township

Chairman, Willlam A. Youmans, Route 1,
Painesville, Ohio.

Vice chairman, Ralph W. Taylor, Rural
Delivery, Painesville, Ohio.

Member, Louis T. Curtis, Route 2, Paines-
ville, Ohio.

Alternate, Joseph W. Patterson, Route 2,
Painesville, Ohio.

Alternate, Rufus J, Cowle, Route 2, Paines-
ville, Ohio.

Route 2,

Perry Township

Chairman, Lloyd P. Christlan, Perry, Ohio.

Vice chairman, Herbert J. Langshaw,
Perry, Ohio.

Member, Ralph E. Shepard, Perry, Ohio,

Alternate, Frank E. Brown, Perry, Ohio,

Alternate, Paul Brockway, Perry, Ohio.

Willoughby Township

Chairman, Willlam R. Mahon,
Willoughby, Ohio.

Vice chalrman, Ronald 8. Parsons, Erie
Road, Willoughby, Ohio.

Member, Harvey Tanner, Lost Nation Road,
Willoughby, Ohio.

Alternate, H. J. Stokes, Route 1, Willough-
by, Ohio.

Alternate, John A, Kusar, Lakeland Boule-
vard, Willoughby, Ohio.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusefts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
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today, following any special orders here-
tofore entered, I may be permitted to
address the House for 2 minutes.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the REcorp by paying tribute to the
late Hon. Sol. Bloom.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. EVINS (at the request of Mr.
PRIEST) was given permission to extend
his remarks in the Recorp and include
a radio script.

Mr. PRIEST asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an address delivered
by his colleague the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. Evinsl.

Mr. McKINNON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include a speech.

Mr. POAGE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include telegrams.

Mr. DONOHUE asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include a magazine article.

Mr. LODGE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an article.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Recorp in two lnstances
and include in one a letter.

PAN-AMERICAN DAY

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I
offer a resolution (H. Res. 151) and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives hereby designates Thursday, April 14,
1949, for the celebration of Pan-American
Day on which day remarks appropriate to
such occasion may occur.

The resclution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the REcorp, and to include a
speech by Mr. Kent Leavitt.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.

APPOINTMENT TO COMMITTEE

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the pro-
visions of Public Law 155, Seventy-ninth
Congress, the Chair appoints as a member
of the Committee on Plans for Recon-
struction of the Ceiling, Redecorations,
and Other Improvements to the House
Chamber the gentleman from New York
[Mr. HerrernaN] to fill the existing va-
cancy thereon.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to Mr. CHIPERFIELD (at

the request of Mr. ArRENDs), indefinitely,
on account of illness.
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HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW AND
PROGRAM FOR REMAINDER OF WEEK

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today it adjourn to meet
at 11 o'clock tomorrow.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re-
serving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
and of course, I am not going to object,
can the gentleman tell us the program
for Friday?

Mr. McCORMACK. It is' not the in-
tention that the House meet on Friday.
That is the direct answer, without regard
to the completion of the program to-
morrow, except that if possible I should
like to complete the program I had for
this week up until tomorrow. That in-
cludes three resolutions giving the or-
dinary subpena powers to three com-
mittees, the Committee on Agriculture,
the Committee on Judiciary, and one
other. The consideration of those reso-
lutions should not take long. They will
come up first.

There is also a bill out of the Committee
on Armed Services in connection with
personnel of the Army and the Air Corps.

Further, there is the Arab-Palestine
resolution, from the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

I am very hopeful that that program
will be completed tomorrow, and that is
why I am asking that the House meet
at 11 o'clock tomorrow. Otherwise,
there will be no further business for the
rest of the week.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

The SPEAEKER. Under previous order
of the House, the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts [Mrs. Rocers] is recog-
nized for 2 minutes.

VETERANS" HOSPITALS

Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re-
vise and extend my remarks and include
a very fine statement by the American
Legion before Senator PEPPER'S subcom-
mittee on the cut-back in the veterans’
hospitals. I was privileged to hear this
able presentation of the case by Gen.
John Thomas Taylor.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Bpeaker, Members of Congress, veterans’
organizations, veterans, and the popu-
lation generally were very much shocked
when the news of the statement by Gen-
eral Gray came regarding the cut-back—
I understand he was not responsible for
it—of numerous veterans’ hospitals. If
was an administration cut-back, I am
reliably informed that this morning be-
fore Senator PEPPER'S committee the
budget took the full responsibility for
the cut-back. General Gray has stated
that he was not responsible for it. Many
persons are wondering if the budget had
the right to cut those hospitals back.
The Congress authorized the building of
those hospitals, Vefterans’ Administra-
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tion had approved, the appropriation
was ready, and it is still in the appro-
priation bill that is coming up for action
very shortly from the Committee on Ap-
propriations, I ascertained today. I
doubt if any further legislation is neces-
sary to insure the building of these hos-
pitals. It seems that the will and the
authority of the Congress have been
thwarted in this. The need is extremely
great. We will have great suffering
among the ill and injured veterans if they
are not built. The veterans today can-
not get beds in civilian hospitals. These
buildings are all ready to be erected.
They should be builf without a day's
delay.

StaTeMeENT BY T. O. EraABEL, DIRECTOR, Na-
TIONAL REHABILITATION COMMISSION, THE
AMERICAN LEGION, BEFORE THE BENATE CoM-
MITTEE ON LABOR AND PuUsBLIC WELFARE,
MarcH 10, 1949

LEGION POLICY ON HOSPITALIZATION

The American Leglon believes in the hos-
pitalization of veterans by or under the aus-
pices of the Veterans' Administration. This
belief and this advocacy refer to veterans who
require hospital care, who apply for it, and
who are eligible. At its first natlonal con-
vention in November 1919 the fourth and
fifth polnts of a program for wounded and
disabled service persons read as follows:

“4, Recommend to Congress the enactment
of legislation making sufiicient appropriation
to provide adequate hospital and sanitarium
facilities for the care and treatment of all
persons discharged from the miiitary and
naval service of the United States, and to
provide medical and surgical treatment to
any of the persons mentioned above, irrespec-
tive of the service origin or aggravation of
their disability for 1 year subsequent to the
passage of the act, this in addition to the
medical and surgical treatment now provided
by law. .

y"ﬁ. Request that all disabled ex-service
men and women of the military and naval
service of the United States be permitted to
go to the best hospitals; that they be treated
by their own physicians if they so desire.”

Similar expressions were passed at suc-
ceeding conventions, as follows:

1921—Recommendation No, 8, committee
on rehabilitation: That Congress be urged
to complete its hospitalization program in
accordance with the recommendations of the

White committee and with the end in view

that, subject to needed exceptions, all dis-

abled men receive treatment in Government
hospitals. 1
1923—Recommendation No. 49, convention
rehabilitation committee: That all facilities
of the Veterans' Bureau for the treatment
and hospitalization of present beneficiaries,
including transportation to and from place
of treatment, be made available to all honor-
ably discharged veterans of the military or
naval forces of the United States, without
regard to service connection.
1926—Resolution 16: SBection 202 (10),
World War Veterans Act, be amended to pro-
vide hospitalization for officers and enlisted
men of Army, Navy, and Marine Corps in
retirement status.
1928—Resolution 13: Hospitalization of
World War veterans under section 202 (10),
World War Veterans Act, be mandatory, and
additional facilities, if needed, be provided.
Resolution 15: Section 202 (10), World War
Veterans Act, be amended to provide that a
veteran of any war, military occupation or
military expedition who presents evidence of
service under other than dishonorable condi-
tions shall be entitled to hospitalization.
1930—Resolution 339: Hospitalization un-
der section 202 (10), World War Veterans Act,
be mandatory, and adeguate hospital facll-
itles for this purpose be furnished.
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1931—Resolution 32: Hospitalization under
sectlon 202 (10), World War Veterans Act, be
mandatory, and adequate hospital facilities
be furnished for this purpose.

Resolution 43: Amend World War Veterans

Act eliminating the “pauper” or “need"
clauses In said act.
1932—Resolution 20: Condemns "needs

clause” in veterans' legislation.
1833—Resolution 382, four-point program:
Point No. 2: Federsdl hospitalization be af-
forded all veterans not dishonorably dis-
charged who require same and are not able
to reasonably pay for their own treatment.
Resolution 154: Care and treatment of war
veterans is the responsibility of the Federal
Government.
1834—Resolution 234: The Leglon is pro-
ponent for hospitalization in Federal hos-
pitals for disabilities not service incurred
only when it is actually necessary and in
cases where the veteran is unable to pay for
care privately. This is a privilege granted to
all citizens in similar circumstances in pri-
vate or public hospitals. The responsibllity
for the medical care of the civilian group is .
In the community; the responsibility for the
care of the veteran who fought for the whole
people is vested in the Federal Government.
1936—Resolution 524 reaflirms the Legion’s
policy that hospitalization of veterans is a
responsibility of the Federal Government.
The above forms a foundation upon which
this organization approaches the question
before this committee today.

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS, PRESIDENTIAL
COMMISSION, 1921

The American Leglon appreciates the
opportunity of being heard on the crucial
question of the Veterans' Administration
hospital construction cui-back. We feel
there is much involved, and for that reason
we submit a historical summary of what the
Congress, the Veterans' Administration, and
the American Legion have done since the
close of World War I,

The confusing and perplexing situation
which existed in the years immediately fol-
lowing that war with reference to service to
and treatment of veterans challenged not
only the American Legion but also the Gov-
ernment itself. Early in 1921 the then Presi-
dent of the United States appointed a com-
mittee of prominent citizens to make a
“thorough investigation and report with
recommendations to the President as to
what should be done to correct the entire
situation.” The members of that commit-
tee were: Charles G, Dawes, chairman; Theo-
dore Roosevelt; Milton J. Foreman; John L.
Lewis; F. W. Galbraith, Jr.; Mabel T. Board-
man; T. V. O'Connor; Henry S. Berry; Mrs,
Henry R. Rea; Thomas W. Miller; Franklin
D’'Oller. :

The report of that committee contains the
following significant and definite findings:

“Lack of provision for hospital construc-
tion to provide facilities commensurate with
the proved and declared needs of the imme-
diate future and for some years to come has
been of such a degree as to prevent even the
most willing cooperation among Government
departments from providing hospital and
medical care so distributed as to place and
quality of service to accommodate the in-
valid wards of the Nation. It is clear that
although additional beds in hospitals main-
tained by the several departments of the
Government are available complete use of
them has not been possible by reason of cer=
tain fundamental limitations, chief of which
is the lack of legal authority to secure ade-
guate medical, nursing, and other hospital
personnel.

“The resources of the United States which
were made avallable for the care of the men
in the service have not yet been fully availed
of or thoroughly mobilized so that the ex-
service beneficlaries could have had at their
disposal the best that the medical and as-
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soclated professions could provide through-
out the United States.”

Upon the basis of these findings the com-
mittee unanimously offered seven specific
recommendations, of which the fourth, fifth,
and seventh read as follows:

“4, That an immediate extension and uti-
lization of all Government hospital facilities
be put into effect, together with the mobili-
zation of such civillan medical services as
may prove practical.

“5. That a continuing hospital-building
program to provide satisfactory care for the
disabled veterans of the World War be en-
tered upon at once. The committee of hos-
pital consultants appointed by the Secretary
of the Treasury, in cooperation with the
Surgeon General of the United States Pub-
lic Health Service, shall submit recommen=
dations as to the type of buildings and the
location of same, the neceéssary appropria-
tions to provide for such permanent program
to be passed at the next sesslon of Congress.

“7. That the #$18,600,000 appropriated by
the Sixty-sixth Congress for the building of
new hospitals and the enlargement of exist-
ing institutions be utilized for these pur-
poses without any delay.”

Congress acted with promptitude, and on
August 9, 1921, passed the law which cre-
ated and set up as an independent agency
the Veterans’ Bureau. In the matter of pro-
viding hospital facilitles and treatment it
had started, shortly after the armistice, and
continued to appropriate tunds in response
to the need and analysis as suppllied by the
Director of the Veterans' Bureau and later
the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs.

It might be noted here that by 1820 the
United States Public Health Service was uti-
lizing 52 hospitals with a capacity of slightly
less than 12,000 beds. These institutions
were classified as follows: 37 for general
medical and surgical conditions, 8 for tuber-
culous patients, and 7 for the psychotic and
mentally ill. In addition to these Govern-
ment-controlled hospitals, contracts were
made with many civilian institutions in
both the United States itself and its island
possessions. As of June 30, 1920, there were
9,500 veterans with service-connected dis-
abilities being hospitalized in these contract
hospitals.

In 1922 all of the dispensaries being uti-
lized by the United States Public Health
Bervice for the examination and out-patient
treatment of veterans with service-connected
disabilities were taken over by the Veterans'
Bureau. On April 29, 1922, the President
issued an Executive order transferring the
hospitals administered by the Public Health
Service also to the Veterans' Bureau. In 1923
the dispensary services of the Bureau were
curtailed by transferring some of them to
Bureau hospitals. About this same time it
was decided to abandon some of the leased
hospitals as well as the temporary hospitals
of the cantonment type which had been
taken over from other Government agencies
shortly after World War I. The transition
from the old to the new Veterans' Bureau
hospital system moved ahgad during 1923 so
that by June 30 of that year there were 47
United States Veterans' Bureau hospitals in
operation,

By June 30, 1924 the number of veterans
hospitalized in contract Institutions had
been reduced to less than 4,000, and most
of these were mentally ill and being hos-
pitalized in State institutions.

WORLD WAR VETERANS ACT

The beginning of an expanding wveterans’
hospitalization program was signalized by
the passage of Public Law 194, Sixty-seventh
Congress, approved on April 20, 1922, Sec-
tion 4 of that law provided that “all hospital
facilities under the control and jurisdiction
of the United States Veterans' Bureau shall
be availlable for veterans of the Spanish-
American War, Philippine Insurrection, and
the Boxer Rebellion suffering frem neuro-
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psychiatric and tubercular allments and dis-
eases.” This was enlarged by section 4 of
Public Law 542, Bixty-seventh Congress, ap-
proved on March 4, 1923, by the addition of
the provision “* * * including trans-
portation as granted to those receiving com-
pensation and hospitalization under the War
Risk Insurance Act.”

Referring to this law, a Veterans’ Admin-
istration official in 1933 said: “At the time
of this legislative enactment it was found
that existing facilities were sufficient to cope
with the Increased demand for hospital ad-
mission.” However, this whole situation
evidently changed with the passage of Public
Law 242, Sixty-eighth Congress, approved on
June 7, 1924, This is the famous World
War Veterans Act, It repealed the provisions
of the War Risk Insurance Act as amended
and for the most part reenacted those pro-
vislons with certain liberalizations. The
most famous of these probably is section 202
(10) relating to the privilege of hospitaliza-
tion in a Veterans’ Bureau hospital. It pro-
vided that the hospital facilities under the
control and jurisdiction of the Veterans’' Bu-
reau should be avallable to every honorably
discharged veteran of the Spanish-American
War, the Philippine Insurrection, the Boxer
Rebellion, or the World War suffering from
peychiatric, tubercular, or certain other
enumerated disabilities. It also provided
“that the Director is further authorized, so
far as he shall find that existing Government
facilities permit, to furnish hospitalization
and necessary traveling expense to veterans
of any war, military cccupation, or military
expedition since 1887, not dishonorably dis-
charged without regard to the nature or
origin of their disability; Provided, That
preference to admission to any Government
hospital for hospitalization under the provi-
sions of this subsection shall be given to
those veterans who are financlally unable
to pay for hospitalization and their necessary
traveling expenses.”

An appraisal of the effect of this law,
uttered 11 years after its passage by one of
the high officials of the Veterans' Adminis-
tration, was as follows: “This brought about
a complete change of policy with regard to
the construction of additional facilities.
The Veterans’' Bureau was forced to plan and
launch a new program Of hospital construc-
tion to take care of the enormously increased
load, the result of the new legislation (sec-
tion 202 (10) World War Veterans Act, second
sentence). A large influx of veterans of all
types into Government institutions taxed the
capacity of existing facilities. It then be-
came necessary to plan a program of hospital
construction which would take care of a
veteran population of approximately 5,000,-
000 men and women.”

The development of this Government
established program for the care of veterans
during the decade from 1924 to 1933 is marked
by additional liberalizing provisions in the
law, and appropriations and authorizations
for expansion of the hospital construction
program,

As of June 30, 1932, Congress had appro-
priated the sum of $118,952,000 for the ac-
quisition of hospital facilities for veterans;
and there had been expended in addition
thereto $15,000,000 for permanent improve-
ments and extensions to veterans' hospitals.
As of that date there were in operation 58
VA hospitals with a combined capacity of
29,833; and 10 VA homes with a combined
capacity of 19,988 beds.

Before passing on it should be noted that
Public Law 536, Seventy-first Congress, ap-
proved July 3, 1930, authorized the President
by Executive order to consolidate and co-
ordinate the Bureau of Pensions, the National
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and
the United States Veterans’ Bureau into an
establishment to be Enown as the Veterans’
Administration.,

2549

ECONOMY ACT, MARCH 20, 1933

Public Law 2, Seventy-third Congress, ap-
proved March 20, 1933 (the so-called Econ-
omy Act) repealed all public laws granting
medical or hospitalization treatment or do-
miciliary care to veterans who served in or
subsequent to the Spanish-American War.

However, section 6 of that same law, as
amended by section 1, Public Law 78, Sev-
enty-third Congress, approved June 16, 1933,
“authorized the Administrator of Veterans'
Affairs, under limitations prescribed by the
President, to furnish to men discharged from
the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, or Coast Guard
for disabilities incurred in line of duty and to
veterans of any war, hospitalization or do-
miciliary care (for permanent and certain
other disabilities) pursuant to which Veter-
ans' Regulations No. 6 series, pertaining to
eligibility for domiciliary or hospital care
were promulgated by the President and, as
amended by Congress are still in effect. Sec-
tion 29, Public Law 141, Seventy-third Con-
gress, March 23, 1934, further amended sec-
tion 6 to authorize, subject to available beds,
hospitalization or domieiliary care for war
veterans unable to pay the expense, regard-
less of service connection.”

On August 23, 1835, Fublic Law 312, Sev-
enty-fourth Congress, was” approved. This
law further liberalized eligibility for hos-
pitalization or domiciliary care by providing
“that any veteran of any war who was not
dishonorably discharged, suffering from dis-
ability, disease, or defect, who is In need of
hospitalization or domlcillary care and is
unable to defray the necessary expenses
therefor (including transportation to and
from the Veterans' Administration facility),
shall be furnished necessary hospitalization
or domiciliary care (including transporta-
tion) in any Veterans' Administration facil-
ity, within the limitations existing in such
facilities, irrespective of whether the dis-
ability, disease, or defect was due to service,
The statement under oath of the applicant
on such form as may be prescribed by the
Administrator of Veterans' Affairs shall be
accepted as sufiiclent evidence of inability
to defray necessary expenses.,” This basic
law is still in effect.

The effect of the Economy Act upon the
hospital program which became effective fol-
lowing passage of the World War Veterans
Act of 1924 may be gaged from the fact
that as of June 30, 1933, the total hospital
load of the Veterans' Administration was
33,795, a decrease of 10,048 from the load at
the end of the previous fiscal year. The ex-
piration of the next fiscal year—1934—saw
40,069 veterans receiving hospitalization from
the Veterans' Administration. Thirteen per-
cent of these were hospitalized for tuberculo-
sis; 56 percent for nervous and mental dis-
order, and 81 percent for various medical
and surgical disablements.

DEVELOPMENT SINCE WORLD WAR II

As of June 30, 1241, Congress had specifically
authorized and appropriated $185,574,267 for
new hospital, domiclliary and out-patient dis-
pensary facilities. In addition there had been
expended from regular fiscal funds the sum
of $25,705,721 for permanent improvements
and extensions—a grand total of slightly
more than $191,000,000.

As of the same date the VA was operating
hospital facilities at 91 different locations in
45 Btates and the Distriet of Columbia. The
capacity of these institutions was 61,849
beds. In addition thereto the Veterans' Ad-
ministration was utilizing 2,670 beds in
Army, Navy, and Public Health institutions,
The beds for domiciliary care number 18,747.
Thus, shortly before World War II we find
the VA with 80,596 hospital and domiciliary
beds.

At this point mention should be made of
the VA 10-year-construction program. This
was proposed by the Federal Board of Hos=-
pitalization and approved in principle by the
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President on May 8, 1840, with the under-
standing that the program would be reviewed
annually and coordinated with conditions
existing at that time. This program had as
its goal the increase in total accommoda-
tions for veterans to 100,000 beds. It was
estimated that this number would enable
the Government to meet peak requirements
for all types of institutional care. Had not
World War II broken out and had this pro-
gram proceeded along estimated lines, the
goal would probably have been reached by
1948-48.

It was not until fiscal year 1943 that the
impaect of new veterans from World War II
was felt In the total hospitalization load.
On June 30, 1943, the distribution of Va
patient load was as follows:

‘World War L 45, 653
World War IT 5,132
Spanish-American War______________ 2,871

Other wars, expeditions, and occupa-
tions 65
Regular Establishment_______.___._.. 3,920
Total b6, 641

Just 3 months prior to the close of this
fiscal year the Seventy-eighth Congress had
passed Public Law 10 (approved March 17,
1943), which amended veterans' regulations
80 as to grant hospitallzation and domicili-
ary care to World War II veterans on the
:vamarhm as granted to veterans of World

ar I

FEDERAL BOARD OF HOSPITALIZATION

On August 1, 1943, the Executive Office of
the President directed a new Federal Board
of Hospitalization to serve as an advisory
agency to the Bureau of the Budget. This
Board was charged with the duties of analyz-
ing and reviewing hospital, convalescent, and
domicillary activities, and programs devel-
oped and operated by all departments and
establishments of the Government for the
purpose of

(a) Preventing the overlapping and dupll-
cation of services and overbullding of facili-
ties;

(b) Ensuring the most eficient and com-
plete utilization of the total services and
facilities of the Federal Government by each
department and establishment;

{c) Determining the need for existing or
additional facilities of each department and
establishment;

(d) Determining the area or locality in
which additional facilities should be pro-
vided;

(e) Determining the extent to which non-
Federal facilities may be utilized in the ad-
ministration of the hospital activities or
programs of any department or establish-
ment;

(f) Developing a complete over-all pro-
gram for providing hospitalization for the
veterans of World War II;

(g) Furnishing recommendations with re-
epect to such matters as the Director of the
Bureau of the Budget may refer to the

The above will be recognized as very signifi-
cant in view of recent announcements in
the press and developments otherwise. No
less important is another instruction given
to the Board at the time it was reestablished,
80 to speak, which reads as follows:

“No project for acquisttion of additional
beds by new construction, major alteration,
or leasing of or contracting for existing facil-
itles shall be undertaken by any department
or establishment until it has been submitted
to and reviewed by the Board as to need,
location, type of construction, and any other
factor which the Board may consider per-
tinent to the performance of its responsi-
bilities, nor until the resulting recommenda-
tion of the Board has been transmitted and
considered * * * as approved by the
President.”
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VA MEDICAL DURING WORLD WAR I

The hospital construction program dur-
ing the war years ran head-on into those
factors with reference to difficulties In get-
ting men and matériel which definitely
slowed up the production of beds. Another
matter of great concern during those years
which had a direct bearing upon the full-
ness of the veterans’ hospitalization program
was the recruitment and training of quali-
fied medical and dental personnel. The Ad-
ministrator’s report for the fiscal year 1942
sets forth that the obligations and responsi-
bilitles of the Veterans' Administration in
the care and treatment of disabled veterans
have required that most positive action be
taken to avoid any serious impairment of
service, Accordingly, arrangements Wwere
made with the Secretary of War and the Sec-
retary of the Navy whereby qualified med-
ical and dental officers of the Veterans' Ad-
ministration might on application be com-
missioned in the services in an inactive
status and remain with the VA. This step
involved potentially about 1,800 men of
medicine and dentistry, and was considered
only temporarily helpful,

The report for fiscal year 1943 indicated
that some of the VA physiclans, despite this
arrangement, had resigned and entered
military service, and that appointment of
physicians were made from time to time
during the year but not to the extent of
maintaining the required complement of
personnel.,

By the end of fiscal year 1944 arrange-
ments with the Secretaries of War and Navy
had developed so that gualified medical and
dental officers of the VA were, on applica-
tion, commissioned in those services in an
active duty status and detailed to the Vet-
erans’ Administration. This arrangement
also brought about the avallability of services
of commissioned personnel through detatl
from the War and Navy Departments of cer-
tain available officers qualified for duty with
the VA in assignments on rating boards, etc.

SERVICEMEN'S READJUSTMENT ACT OF 1844

The slowing up and impalrment of serv-
ices to veterans, particularly in the field of
medical and hospital care, prompted the spe-
cial committee of the American Legion which
initiated and developed the Servicemen’'s Re-
adjustment Act of 1944 to set forth in the
very first section of that legislation the desig-
nation of the Veterans' Administration as
an essential war agency. This carried with
it the entitlement, second only to the war
and Navy Departments, to priorities in per-
sonnel, equipment, supplies, material, etc.

In the next paragrah of the law the Ad-

ministrator and the Federal Board of Hos~

pitalization were authorized and directed to
expedite and complete the construction of
additional hospital facilities for war veterans,
and to enter into agreements and contracts
for the use by or transfer to the VA of suit-
able Army and Navy hospitals after they were
no longer needed by the armed services.
Moreover, this act carried with it an authori-
eation to have appropriated the sum of
$500,000,000 for the construction of addi-
tional hospital facilities.

In the fall of 1944 the Administrator of
Veterans' Aflairs announced a greatly en-
larged hospital construction program. Con-
talned therein were 22 new hospitals and
additional beds for 26 existing hospitals. The
estimates were made for the fiscal year 1946.

Previously the Administrator had esti-
mated that 300,000 beds would be required
by 1975 on the basis of veterans coming from
the two World Wars.

In May 1945 the Natlonal Rehabilitation
Committee of the American Legion made
certain observations in line with the famous
Resolution 528 passed at the Milwaukee con-
vention, 1941, which called for the reorgani-
zation of t.he medical division of the Vet-
erans’ Administration. Among these were
the following:

MARcH 15
1. The medical and hi

ospital service of the
Veterans' Administration is of such impor-
tance and proportions that it should be
headed up by an outstanding man of medi-
cine whose rank and status should be equal
to that of Assistant Administrator.

2, There should be an inspired medical and
hospital service, with more personal and bed-
side practice of medicine.

3. Chief medical officers and clinical diree-
tors should be given greater authority to run
their hospitals.

4. There must be a revitalized program
whereby the advancement and progress in
medicine and surgery made by the armed
services during this war shall be inherited
and maintained by the Veterans' Administra-
tion to the end that war veterans shall have
the best science has to offer for their care
and treatment.

CHANGE IN ADMINISTRATORS

During 1945 Gen. Omar N. Bmdleymap-
pointed to the position of administrator of
veterans' affairs to succeed Brig. Gen. Frank
T. Hines, who was appointed Ambassador to
Panama. General Bradley took over on Au-
gust 15, 1945. Soon thereafter he made a new
study of the 1946 construction program, made
certain changes and revised it to become the
1947 hospital construction program,

In the spring of 1946 the American Legion
through {its national commander and the
national rehabilitation committee advocated
and supported the arrangement whereby
military and naval hospitals no longer needed
by the armed services, constructed and lo-
cated so as to be of value to the VA, should
be taken over by the VA. Such acquisition
would be more readily accomplished than
awaiting construction, and adjustments as
to retaining some or all of these hospitals
would be made later on as new construction
was completed. Under that arrangement
there are as of the present writing 36 former
military hospitals taken over and being run
by the Veterans' Administration. The num-
ber of authorized beds in these institutions
approximates 27,000,

Under date of March 3, 1947, the American
Legion medical advisory board recommended
to the rehabilitation executive committee a
proposed policy with reference to the loca-
tion of Veterans’ Administration hospitals.
Our medical board poimted out the benefits
that would accrue to the veteran as a result
of Veterans’ Administration hospitals being
close to medical schools and medical cen-
ters. At the same time it was announced
that this proposed policy should in no way
adversely affect the arrangement of estab-
lishing smaller hospitals in well located com-
munities so that less specialized hospital
care where needed would be available.

The report on the combined 1847 and 1948
hospital-construction program as of Decam-
ber 31, 1948, showed only two new hospitals
as having been completed during a period
extending through World War II and up to
the end of 1948. There were 88 new hos-
pitals in various stages of progress, as
follows:

Construction contracts awarded._._____ « 31
Design completed but construction con-
tracts not awarded 19
Design In progress. 36
Design not started 2
Total 88

+ That was about the situation when the
announcement was made that 24 projects are
to be canceled and the bed capacity of 14
other new institutions is to be reduced. The
reduction, as the committee well knows,
amounts to 16,221 beds.

The records of the Veterans’ Administra-
tion show that as of January 31, 1949, there
were 126 hospitals with a standard bed ca-
pacity of 104,789 in operation. It is esti-
mated that the projects now under construe-
tion—81 hospitals—and those in the plan-
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ning stage not canceled by the Presidential
order—356 projects—will produce an addi-
tional 35,246 beds. This number added to
the number of beds in operation (104,789)
and the approximately 2,500 to come in
through additions to existing hospitals,
would bring about a total of slightly more
than 142,000 beds by 1952, This total, how-
ever, includes nearly 28,000 beds acquired
when certain former Army and Navy hos-
pitals were taken over. Among these are
many in temporary construction which the
Veterans’ Administration says will have to
be eliminated, so that the net total of beds
of permanent or acceptable construction
would be about 121,000 when the present re-
vised program is completed. We have been
told further that the elimination of these
temporary beds may take anywhere from 6
to 8 years. If that takes place then there
would be a period following completion of
this program when we would actually wit-
ness the gradual reduction in the number
of beds for veterans at a time when, accord-
ing to the experience of American Legion
service cfficers, the requests for hospitaliza-
tion will be mounting.

BED3 FOR POTENTIAL LOAD

Reference was made above to the so-called
10-year construction program. This would
have produced 100,000 beds at a time when
the estimated population of potentially eli-
gible veterans would have numbered 4,000,-
000. The bed ratio then would have been 1
bed per 40 veterans.

Another Interesting item in calculating bed
ratlos is that supplied by the statistics avail-
able from the American Medical Association,
to the effect that as of March 27, 1943, there
were 1,383,827 beds of all classifications, de-
scriptions, ete., available to the gross popu-
Jation of this country. This would mean
both civilian and military, and would be
approximately 1 bed per 100 people.

The present veteran population is given
as 18,869,000, including peacetime veterans.
Actuarial estimates so far available would
indicate that as of January 1, 1952, there
would be 18,800,000 potentially eligible vet-
erans, If at that time the 131,000-bed pro-
gram is functioning, we would have & ratio
of 1 bed per 143 veterans, according to our
own estimates.

If the full construction program originally
approved and for which Congress had either
appropriated or authorized funds were car-
ried forth to conclusion, this country would
have 145,000 beds in permanent construction
for its veterans—the 1955 population of which
has been projected to be approximately 18,-
200,000—a ratlio of 125 veterans per bed.
Surely this ratio is the minimum we could
advocate and the minimum the Government
should provide. G

The American Legion wishes to point out
that the Government's policy for construct-
ing veterans’ hospitals prior to World War II
is evidenced by the approval of 100,000 beds
by 1948-49 at a time when the number of
potentially eligible veterans would have been
4,000,000—a ratio of 1 bed per 40 veterans.
World War II intervened. Congress passed
the law giving World War I1I veterans the same
privilege of hospitalization as World War I
veterans (Public Law 10, 78th Cong., March
17, 1943). Appropriations, authorizations,
and approval for an expanded construction
program were made. Now, if the present
cutback is sustained and we come out with
a completed program netting the country
131,000 permanent beds, the Government will
have virtually added only 31,000 beds after
World War II—a war in which the number
of Americans participating is at least three
times the number in World War I.

REASONS FOR CUT-BACK

Four principal reasons for cancellation of
proposed construction were set forth in the
press release of January 10, 1948. Two of
these—viz, temporary hospitals taken over
from the armed forces are remaining service=-
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able longer than estimated; and, the delay
will give the Veterans’ Administration bet-
ter opportunity to develop a further pro-
gram—are not considered basic to the essen-
tial and long-time program. The other two
we wish to comment upon briefiy:

1. Inability of the Veterans’ Administration
to fully staff its present hospitals and a
Jurther definite shortage of professional
personnel to staff new hospitals

The American Legion 1s aware that there
are a certaln number of beds that are not
being used because there are not doctors and
nurses to run them, These reports have
come to us from service officers and field
representatives who periodically visit these
hospitals. Statistical reports avallable to
us from the Veterans' Administration show
that as of January 31, 1948, 3,343 beds were
not in use for this reason. Dr, H. D. Shapiro,
our senior medical consultant, in exploring
this question with medical men of the Vet-
erans’ Administration, was told that there is
a shortage of approximately 400 physicians.
This shortage is classified as follows:

Neuropsychiatric 200
Tabereulosis oot oot s 40
Anesthesiology, pathology, roentgen-.
ology, neurosurgery, and other special-
R e LS R B e 160

Although there is sald to be no shortage in
general surgeons, general medical specialists
or ward surgeons, the Veterans’ Administra-
tion holds that certaln key specialists are
necessary to run a hospital and to assure the
best possible medical and hospital care,

The American Legion has long advocated
the best there is is in medicine and hos-
pitalization for veterans. To that end it has
contributed and will continue to contribute
its best efforts. It is our considered judgment
that there is opportunity for this and other
organizations to find out how best they might
promote the means or facilities by which
more doctors will become available. In fact,
the executive board of the National REehabili-
tation Commission last week assigned such a
study to this staff.

It is interesting to note that as of Janu-
ary 31, 1949, there were 2,572 full-time physi-
clans In VA hospitals and centers. At the
same time there were 1,258 medical men and
women in regional, district, and central of-
fices. There were also part-time doctors
serving in the hospital program. Among
these are 1,123 consultants and 2,273 resi-
dents. According to information which Dr.
Shapiro received, two consultants will equal
one full-time specialist, and two residents
would equal one, or perhaps a little more than
one full-time doctor. Applying that formula
to the total number of full-time and part-
time physicians, we note that the Veterans’
Administration had the equivalent of 4,122
doctors as of December 31, 1948, attending

and serving 88,873 patients in VA hospitals.

Here ave the estimates Dr. Shapiro received
as to the number of doctors needed to staff
beds at the end of the current and next fiscal
year:

One hundred and twelve thousand six hun-
dred hospital beds: Needed to staff full ca-
pacity June 1948, 4,640.

One hundred and twenty-four thousand
five hundred hospital beds: Needed to staff
full capacity June 1850, 5,220,

Dr. Shapiro pointed out that in a number
of places where VA hospitals were reduced
in size or cancelled in this announced cut-
back there undoubtedly would be part-time
consultants available, and a residency traln-
ing program could be introduced which would
g0 a long way toward recruitment. It would
appear that outside of neuropsychiatry the
Veterans' Administration might adequately
stafl beds in the larger medical centers. With
reference to the NP hospitals, our senior
medical consultant submits that they might
well be set up adjacent to centers where NP
specialists are available.
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In connection with the plea that the Vet-
erans’ Administration is unable to staff all its
hospital beds it would be well to keep in
mind that the locations of hospitals in the
construction program were studied by Vet~
erans’ Administration medical men and engi-
neers and were approved presumably after
analysis of such factors as availability of doc-
tors, nurses, and other personnel. In fact
experts not only of the Veterans' Adminis-
tration but also of the Federal Board of Hos-
pitalization and the Bureau of the Budget
went over and approved these sites. In the
words of our senior medical consultant, “It
is not ‘only a question of building beds but
placing the beds where they can be staffed.”

With reference to the statement above that
the Veterans' Administration considers cer-
tain key specialties as necessary to assure the
best possible medical and hospital care, we
would want to point out that if a fuller uti-
lization is made of available speclalists in
communities where many hospitals are lo-
cated this need could be met.

Another factor that cannot be overlooked
is the apparent uncertainty as to what the
Bureau of the Budget or Congress might do
with reference to additional beds for vet-
erans and the personnel to run them. We
submit that if that uncertainty is removed
and reassurance given as to what Congress
has done, is doing, and will do in providing
for the hospitalization of veterans, the task
of recruitment of doctors and other personnel
will be facilitated and expedited.

2. Estimated possible mazimum loed of serv-
ice-connected patients is 51,000, leaving
snore than twice as many other beds avail-
able to other veteran patients

The question has been asked many times,
not by the American Legion but by others
who seem to have some misgivings about
the program, how far does the Congress
want the Veterans' Administration to go
in building hospital beds for veterans? In-
variably one notes in the development of
answers to this question that there seems to
be no doubt as to the right of the veteran
with service-connected disabilities to be hos-
pitalized for such disablements. Moreover,
it seems to be conceded in most quarters by
those who have considered the guestion that
veterans . suffering from tuberculosis and
mental and nervous ailments should also be
cared for by the Government. Private and
State institutions for these affiictions are al-
ready filled, and there are no accommoda=
tions for these disabled veterans elsewhere.
Out of the 65,829 so-called non-service-con-
nected disabled veterans who were in VA
hospitals on Decemhber 31, 1948, 53 percent
were suffering from tuberculosis, psychotic,
or neuropsychiatric ailments. Of the 28,000
general medical and surgical patients, 12,667
were World War II, 13,675 were World War I,
and 1,491 Spanish-American War veterans.
At this peint it is suggested that there be
obtained from the Veterans' Administration
its most recent analysis of what percent-
age of patient-days is taken up by the non=-
service-connected general medical and sur-
gical patients remaining 30 days or less.
The last report made available to the Re-
habilitation Commission was that only 8
percent was so utilized. As to the chronically
11, it is submitted that the screening of such
cases would be of no particular value since
most if not all of those. patients are scon
made medically indigent by their allments.
Can it be that all the agitation against the
Veterans' Administration hospitalizing so-
called non-service-connected cases is stimu-
lated by the 8 percent, or thereahouts, of
patient-days taken up by the non-service-
connected general medical and surgical pa-
tients remaining 30 days or less?

Recently we asked our national field service
to conduct a spot survey as to the percentage
of general medical and surgical patients in
VA hospitals who were there as the result of
postwar accidents or injuries. The returns
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indicated, depending upon the type of hos-
pital, a percentage of less than 1 percent
up to 22 percent.

Another point that American Leglon service
officers cannot overlook, and one which we
would bring to the committee's attention,
i1s that among the so-called non-service-con-
nected disabled veterans requiring hospital
care within 3, 4, or 5 years after the cessation
of hostilities will be found many with damage
to mind or body that can be traced to service.
As of January 31, 1949, 48,802 new claims for
disability compensation or pension were
pending adjudication. Whether that repre-
sents 1, 3, or 8 months’ work load in the
Veterans' Administration, it does estab-
lish that at any given time there are many
thousands of claims which have not been
settled. As of the same date—January 31,
1940—there were 16,188 veterans awalting
hospital admission. This number represents
those whose applications have been filed,
acted upon, and approved. In addition to
them there are many hundreds who have not
filed because of the delays, or who have
sought hospital care elsewhere.

Another spot survey conducted the first
part of February among the 18 States af-
fected by the proposed cut-back brought back
estimates from that group alone of 17,108 in
need of hospital care. Time and again have
service officers had the experience of repre-
senting claimants and succeeding in estab-
lishing claims for service connection, thus
changing their status from the category of
the so-called non-service-connected to the
service-connected. We submit that it is a
precarious practice to pass upon the applica-
tions of World War II veterans especially on
the basls of whether thelr ailments are serv=-
ice-connected or not when we consider the
relatively short time most of them have been
out of service, the varied and grueling cir-
cumstances of combat and training for com=-
bat in World Wer II, and the types of tropical
and other insidious diseases to which they
were subjected. It is our experience that
cwrrently and for some time to come the non-
service-connected veterans at your doorstep
today may be the service-connected ones
tomorrow.

A SUMMARIZED STATEMENT OF THE POSITION OF
THE NATIONAL REHABILITATION COMMISSION,
THE AMERICAN LEGION, RELATIVE TO THE CUT-
BACK IN THE VA HOSPITAL-CONSTRUCTION FRO-
GRAM, MARCH 10, 1949

The national rehabilitation commission
of the American Legion is opposed to the
cancellation of VA hospital-construction
projects and the reduction in the number of
beds for the following reasons:

1. Shortly after World War I, Congress
started and since supported a program of
building hospitals for veterans.

2. Congress has passed laws setting forth
eligibility provisions for hospitalization
(e. g., Public Law 812, T4th Cong., August 23,
1935) and Executive orders have been issued
establishing an order of preference (Veterans’
Regulation 6 (c)). See also VA Regulations
and Procedure 6047-48.

3. The Federal Board of Hospitalization
proposed, and the President approved in
principle, on May 8, 1940, a VA 10-year con-
struction program which would have pro-
duced a total of 100,000 beds by 1948-49, when
the estimated potentially eligible veteran
population would have been 4,000,000—or &
ratio of 40 veterans per bed.

4. World War II produced over 15,000,000
war veterans, and for them the Government
is undertaking to construct only 31,000 ad-
ditional beds, bringing about a net total of
only 131,000 beds after the current program
is completed and the temporary beds elimi-
nated—a ratio of 142 veterans per bed.

5. The complete VA hospital-construction
program, Initiated after the passage of the
Bervicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944, in
section 101 of which Congress authorized and
directed the VA to expedite construction of
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additional hospital facllities, was studled
and laid out by the Administrator of Vet-
erans’ Affairs, the Federal Board of Hos-
pitalization, approved by the Bureau of the
Budget and the President, and authorized
with appropriations or contract authority by
the Congress, This program should be com-
pleted without curtailment, thus bringing
into being a minimum of about 145,000 beds
for a potentially eligible veteran population
of approximately 18,000,000—an estimated
bed ratio of 124 veterans per bed.

6. The recruitment of doctors and other
personnel to man these beds can be facili-
tated and expedited by the removal of any
uncertainties as to what Congress has done,
1s doing and will do in authorizing hospitals
for veterans; and through further utilization
of specialists and other medical talent in
communities where these hospitals are
located.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the
House, pursuant to its previous order,
adjourned until tomorrow, Wednesday,
March 16, 1949, at 11 o’clock a. m.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIO
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS .

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
commitiees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. PETERSON: Committee on Public
Lands. H. R. 3150. A bill to revise and re-
peal certain acts relating to rules of survey
to permit departures from the system of rec-
tangular survey when necessary on all pub-
lic lands, and for other purposes; without
amendment (Rept. No. 264). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr, KILDAY: Committee on Armed Serv-
fces. 8. 278. An act to prevent retroactive
checkage of payments erroneously made to
certain retired officers of the Naval Reserve,
and for other purposes; with amendments
(Rept. No. 265). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union,

Mr. DURHAM: Committee on Armed
Services. 8. 629. An act to authorize the
disposition of certain lost, abandoned, or
unclaimed personal property coming into
the possession of the Treasury Department,
the Department of the Army, the Depart-
ment of the Navy, or the Department of the
Alr Force, and for other purposes; with
amendments (Rept. No. 266). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union,

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HAND:

H.R.3537. A bill to amend section 3 of
the Oil Pollution Act, 1924, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on FPublic
Works.

H.R.3538. A bill to terminate the war-
tax rates on certain miscellaneous exclse
taxes, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. KEE:

H.R.3539. A bill to amend the China Ald
Act of 1948; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs,

By Mr. McGRATH:

H.R.3540. A bill to amend the National

Service Life Insurance Act of 1940 so as to
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permit payments to aunts and uncles of the
insured where the insurance matured prior
to August 1, 1946, and where the remaining
proceeds of the insurance would otherwise
remain unpald; to the Committee on Vet~
erans’ Affairs.

By Mr. MORTON:

H.R.3641. A bill to amend provisions of
the Internal Revenue Code and of the Tariff
Act of 1930 to authorize the allowance of
draw-back of tax paid on bottled distilled
spirits and wines delivered in the United
Btates to public international organizations,
foreign embassies, ete., for consumption and
use in the United States; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. O'NEILL:

H.R.3542. A bill providing for the con-
struction of a Federal building at Scranton,
Pa.; to the Committee on Public Works.

By Mr. RIBICOFRF:

H.R.3543. A bill to amend paragraph 368
(a), section 1, title I of the Tariff Act of 1930
80 as to include counting or registering de-
vices, mechanisms, and instruments; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. RIVERS:

H.R.3544. A bill to prohibit the Secretary
of the Inferior from making any contract or
lease relating to golf courses in the District
of Columbia; to the Committee on Public
Lands.

By Mr. SABATH:

H.R.35456. A bill to diminish the causes
of labor disputes burdening or obstructing
interstate and foreign commerce, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Educa-
tion and Labor.

By Mrs. ST. GEORGE:

H. R. 8546. A bill to amend the Civil Service
Retirement Act of May 29, 1930, as amended,
to provide retirement benefits for certain
former Members of Congress; to the Com-
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service,

By Mr. WITHROW :

H. R. 8547. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Agriculture to announce the parity price of
milk, and to direct the Secretary of Agricule
ture to immediately announce the support
price of milk; to the Committee on Agricul-
ture.

By Mr. CUNNINGHAM :

H.R. 3548, A bill making the first Tuesday
after the first Monday in November, in every
even-numbered year, a legal holiday; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DAWSON:

H. R. 8549. A bill to permit the Comptroller
General to pay claims chargeable against
lapsed appropriations and to provide for the
return of unexpended balances of such ap-
propriations to the surplus fund; to the
Committee on Expenditures in the Executive
Departments.

By Mr. DINGELL:

H.R. 3550. A bill to exempt carriers from
statutory provisions requiring payments for
compensation for customs overtime services,
and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. FERNOS-ISERN:

H.R.23551. A bill to amend section 1101 (a)
(1) of the Social Security Act, as amended;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. KLEIN:

H.R.3552. A bill to promote the general
welfare through the appropriation of funds
to assist the States and Territories in pro-
viding more effective programs of public
kindergarten or kindergarten and nursery-
school education; to the Committee on
Education and Lahor.

By Mr. LEMEE:

H.R.3553. A bill to permit the prosecu-
tion of lynching in Federal courts when the
governor or attorney general of the State
concerned lacks authority to direct the
prosecution in State courts, or such prosecu-
tion 1s impaired by his refusal to do so; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.
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By Mrs. NORTON:

H.R.35564. A bill to establish a Federal
Commission on Services for the Physically
Handicapped, to define its duties, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

By Mr. BATES of Massachusetts:

H. R.3665. A bill to authorize the coinage
of 60-cent pleces in commemoration of the
three hundredth anniversary of the town
of Marblehead, Mass.; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

By Mr. HAGEN:

H.R.3566, A bill to amend the Federal
Employees Pay Act of 1945 (Public Law 1086,
T9th Cong.; ch. 212, 1st sess.); to the Com-
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service.

H. R.3557. A bill to amend the act entitled
“An act to reclassify the salaries of post-
masters, officers, and employees of the postal
service; to establish uniform procedures for
computing compensation; and for other pur-
poses,” approved July 6, 1845; to the Com-
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service,

By Mr. DINGELL:

H.R.3558. A bill to Increase to $600 the
amount a dependent may earn without loss
of exemption to the taxpayers; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. EEE:

H.R.35659. A bill to strengthen and im-
prove the organization and administration
of the Department of State, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs,

By Mr. McKINNON:

H.R.3560. A bill to confirm and establish
the titles of the State to lands beneath
navigable waters within State boundaries
and natural resources within such lands and
waters and to provide for the use and control
of said lands and resources; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PRICE:

H.R.3561. A bill to clarify the effective
date of the repeal of the manufacturers’
excise tax on musical Instruments sold for
the use of religious or nonprofit educational
institutions; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. RANKIN (by request) :

H. R.3562. A bill to provide reimbursement
of emergency medical expenses incurred by
certain veterans; to the Committee on Vet-
erans' Affairs.

By Mr. WALTER:

H.R.3563. A bill authorizing acquisition
and interception of communications in inter-
est of national security; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RIVERS:

H. Con. Res, 48, Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for the printing of 30,000 copies of the
document entitled “Money Makes the Mare
Go,” and providing for distribution; to the
Committee on House Administration.

By Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota:

H. Con. Res. 49, Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for the printing of 30,000 coples of the
document entitled “Money Makes the Mare
Go,” and providing for distribution; to the
Committee on House Administration.

By Mr. WHITE of Idaho:

H, Con. Res. 50. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for the printing of 30,000 copies of the
document entitled “Money Makes the Mare
Go,"” and providing for distribution; to the
Committee on House Administration,

By Mr. DOLLIVER:

H. Con. Res. b5l1. Concurrent resolution
providing for the printing of 30,000 copies of
the document entitled “Money Makes the
Mare Go,"” and providing for distribution; to
the Committee on Hous¢ Administration,

By Mr. DONDERO:

H. Res. 150. Resolution authorizing the
printing as a House document of the report
made to the Appropriations Committee on
the subject of Federal power policy; to the
Committee on House Administration,
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MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

By the SPEAEER: Memorial of the Legisla-
ture of the State of Oregon, requesting an
appropriation of not less than $2,000,000 to be
made avallable to the United States Corps of
Engineers for the completion of the Coos
Bay improvement project, Oregon; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Oregon, requesting the enactment of
proper legislation deslgnating November 11
as Veteran's Day; to the Committee on the
Judiclary.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. GREEN:

H.R.3564. A bill for the relief of George

Schecter; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. JACKSON of Washington:

H.R.3565. A bill for the relief of Earl B.

Hochwalt; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. EUNEEL:

H. R.3566. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Air Force to convey to Lester S. Eort-
right certain real estate at Olmsted Air Force
Base, Middletown, Pa.; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

By Mr. O'TOOLE:

H. R.3567. A bill for the relief of Vassilikl
D. Papadakou; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. TAYLOR:

H.R.3568. A bill for the relief of Elfrieda
Seeger; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. THOMAS of New Jersey:

H.R.3568. A bill for the rellef of Lew
Hirshman and Mrs. Essie Hirshman; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WALTER:

H. R. 3570. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Clara
Raffloer Droesse; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

236. By Mr. LECOMPTE: Petitlon of Mrs.
Joseph Peek and Mrs. Domanic Biondi, chair-
men, and other citizens of Colfax, Iowa, urg-
ing that any Federal ald to education bill
which discriminates against non-public-
school children by denying them health and
welfare benefits be defeated; to the Commit-
tee on Education and Labor.

237. By Mrs, NORTON: Petition of Lt.
Robert P. Grover Post, No. 377, Jewish War
Veterans of the United States, Jersey City,
N, J., urging that the Congress of the United
States eliminate diseriminatory provisions of
present laws admitting aliens to the United
States by passing corrective measures; to wit,
the proposed legislation of Senators McGrATH
and NeeLy and the bill of Representative
CELLER; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

238. By Mr. HOLMES: Memorial of the
Senate and House of Representatives of the
State of Washington, relating to the reloca-
tion of secondary State Highway No. 11A
through restricted areas of the Hanford Engi-
neering Works; to the Committee on Public
Works.

239. By the SPEAKER: Petitlon of Miss
Frances Jacobson, president, Kings County
Council Ladies’ Auxillary, Jewish War Veter-
ans of the United States, Brooklyn, N, ¥,
urging the extension and strengthening of
rent controls; to the Committee on Banking
and Currency.

240. Also, petition of E. 8. Willoughby,
chalrman, Molese Valley Grange Committee,
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Molese, Mont.,, stating opposition to a Co-
lumbia Valley Authority or any other author-
ity where the destiny of the people within
the region is vested in a few men; to the
Committee on Public Works,

241, Also, petition of H. C. Curtis and
others, West Palm Beach, Fla., asking for the
passage of H. R. 2135 and 2136, known as the
Townsend plan; to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

242, Also, petition of William C. Knopp and
others, St. Petersburg, Fla., asking for the
passage of H. R. 2135 and 2136, known as the
Townsend plan; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

243. Also, petition of Mrs, Harry W. Put-
man, Malden, Mass., asking for the passage
of H. R. 2135 and 2136, known as the Town-
gend plan; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

SENATE
WEDNESDAY, MarcH 16, 1949

(Legislative day of Monday, February
21, 1949)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor,
Gunton Temple Memorial Presbyterian
Church, Washington, D. C., offered the
following prayer:

O Thou who art man’s unfailing friend
and the God of all wisdom, we pray that
we may find a just and righteous solu-
tion to the problems of human relation-
ships. In our plans and purposes may
we have the interpreting and guiding
light of Thy divine spirit.

May we be true, for there are those
who trust us; may we be humble, for we
know our weakness; may we be brave and
strong, for there is so much to do and
many members of the human family are
finding the struggle of life so difficult and
their burdens so heavy. i

Grant that at the close of each day
we may have a peaceful conscience and
a heart that is happy with the blessed
assurance that we also are having a part
in the final triumph of the Kingdom
of God.

To Thy name we ascribe 21l the praise.
Amen.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Chaflee, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had passed, without amendment,
the following bills of the Senate:

8.815. An act for the relief of Dr. Chung
EKwal Lui;

5.335. An act for the relief of Claris U.
Yeadon;

85.5092. An act for the relief of Edwin B.
Anderson;

8.694. An act for the relief of John I.
Malarin, former Army mail clerk at APO 932,
& branch of the San Francisco, Calif., post
office, relative to a shortage in his fixed-
credit account;

8.632. An act to authorize certain. person-
nel and former personnel of the Naval Es-
tablishment to accept certain gifts and a
foreign decoration tendered by foreign gov-
ernments;

8.633. An act for the relief of Rachel D,
Gattegno; and
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